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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable 
JEANNE SHAHEEN, a Senator from the 
State of New Hampshire. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
O God, our shelter in the time of 

storm, our strong tower, we praise 
Your righteous Name. Lord, preserve 
this Nation by the power of Your 
might, leading our Senators through 
this challenging season of our Nation’s 
history. Keep them from the pit of dis-
unity and discord and empower them 
to build bridges of cooperation. Give 
them the courage and humility to do 
what is right, knowing that You are 
the only constituent they absolutely 
must please. Help them to discover the 
joy of trusting You and the peace of 
doing Your will, receiving the strength 
You provide to those who love You. 

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JEANNE SHAHEEN led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. INOUYE). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, July 26, 2011. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JEANNE SHAHEEN, a 

Senator from the State of New Hampshire, 
to perform the duties of the Chair. 

DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
President pro tempore. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN thereupon assumed 
the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Madam President, fol-
lowing any leader remarks, the Senate 
will be in morning business until 12:15. 
The majority will control the first 30 
minutes, the Republicans will control 
the second 30 minutes. At 12:15 p.m. the 
Senate will be in executive session to 
consider the nomination of Paul 
Englemayer to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the Southern District of 
New York and Ramona Manglona to be 
District Judge for the Northern Mar-
iana Islands. 

There will be 2 minutes of debate 
prior to a rollcall vote on confirmation 
of the Englemayer nomination. The 
Manglona nomination is expected to be 
confirmed by voice vote. I would ask 
my friends on the Judiciary Com-
mittee—I am not sure we need the 2 
minutes of debate today. It was already 
debated yesterday. I would hope we can 
go directly to that vote at 12:15. 

The Senate will then recess until 2:15 
to allow for the weekly caucus meet-
ings. At 2:15 the Senate will resume 
consideration of S. 1323, the legislative 
vehicle for the debt limit increase. 

f 

DEBT CEILING PLANS 

Mr. REID. Madam President, there 
has been a lot of talk in the last 24 
hours about so-called dueling plans to 
raise the debt limit and avert a dan-

gerous default to this nation’s finan-
cial obligations. As far as I can tell, 
the only dueling going on in Wash-
ington today is between the Republican 
Party’s multiple personalities—and 
there are quite a few. 

Last night I introduced an amend-
ment that I thought was fail-safe. It 
would prevent default using only pro-
posals Republicans have already sup-
ported. Yet House Republicans had 
harsh words for the Democrats’ plan 
yesterday—odd, considering every bit 
of our proposal was taken from the Re-
publican playbook. Let me explain the 
plan. 

It would avert default while cutting 
$2.7 trillion from the deficit in the next 
decade. It would cut more money, more 
quickly, than the competing proposal 
introduced by Republican leaders yes-
terday, and it would last for a long 
time, not just a few months so we 
would be back in the trenches doing 
the same thing at Christmastime we 
are doing now. 

The proposal includes no revenues, as 
House Republicans insisted it must 
not. It holds harmless even the most 
wasteful of tax breaks and giveaways 
to big oil companies and billionaires, 
which Republicans have vowed to pro-
tect even if it costs our economy in the 
process. 

It establishes a joint congressional 
committee to find additional savings 
this year and guarantees that the com-
mittee’s recommendations will be an 
up-or-down vote on the Senate floor, no 
amendments, no filibuster, yes or no. 
We have done this before. It worked 
well with our base closing legislation a 
few years ago. 

Every single spending cut in the pro-
posal has already been endorsed by Re-
publicans. I repeat: Every single spend-
ing cut in the proposal has already 
been endorsed by Republicans. The cuts 
have already been voted for by Repub-
licans in both Houses of Congress. 

In short, it is everything the Repub-
licans have demanded wrapped up in a 
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bow and delivered to their door. But 
now Republicans say their demands, 
which have been met in full, are not 
enough. They insist instead that we 
pass their plan, a similar plan in many 
respects, save for several crucial de-
tails. 

Their plan also raises the debt ceiling 
but for only a few months. It cuts 
spending and includes no revenue in-
creases. These are the major dif-
ferences: It does not cut as much from 
the deficit as the legislation I intro-
duced last night—in fact, not nearly as 
much. It is a short-term fix that Re-
publicans know is untenable to Demo-
crats and the White House and Con-
gress. In short, the Republican plan 
they know will not pass the Senate of 
the United States. 

Not long ago, it was untenable for 
the Republicans. This is what Speaker 
BOEHNER said about short-term meas-
ures in May. Speaker of the House of 
Representatives JOHN BOEHNER said 
this in May: 

I am not really interested in a short-term 
increase in the debt limit. Our economy 
won’t grow as long as we continue to trip it 
up with short-term gimmicks from Wash-
ington. 

House Majority Leader CANTOR 
echoed the sentiment in June: 

I’m not sure how if we’re not willing to 
make tough decisions now, we’ll be willing 
to make them later. . . . It is my preference 
that we do this thing one time. . . . Putting 
off tough decisions is not what people want. 

We agree. We agree. Certainly we 
agree. 

This is what the Washington Post 
said about Republicans’ bizarre about- 
face yesterday: ‘‘It seems that perhaps 
the only meaningful difference between 
the two plans is that the Democratic 
plan gets it done in one fell swoop, 
while the GOP proposal does a short- 
term deal followed by another a year 
later, something that financial ana-
lysts say could lead to a downgrade of 
the U.S. credit rating and that Repub-
licans themselves once opposed.’’ 

In fact, rating agencies have said as 
late as last night that the plan that I 
introduced will not cause a down-
grading of our credit. The one the Re-
publicans introduced will. 

The Republicans are insisting we re-
live the endless negotiation and par-
tisan wrangling of the last 6 weeks 
again 6 months from now with no good 
outcome guaranteed. I have said a 
short-term solution is no solution at 
all. It puts us right back in this unten-
able position a few short months from 
now. It gives the markets no stability, 
it gives the American people no cer-
tainty, and it gives the credit rating 
agencies no choice but to downgrade 
U.S. debt, a move that would cause in-
terest rates to rise and effectively in-
crease taxes for every American—every 
American. 

Market analysts and credit rating 
agencies have said a short-term fix 
would risk many of the same effects as 
a default, and that is a risk our econ-
omy cannot afford. If Republicans con-

tinue to oppose the reasonable proposal 
I brought to the floor last night—and 
which we will vote on here in the Sen-
ate soon—it will be for political rea-
sons driven by the ideological tea 
party. It will be crystal clear that Re-
publicans do not care if we default on 
the debt. That is sad but true. After 
all, we have given them a plan that 
should, by all rights, be guaranteed to 
pass the House, and with Senate sup-
port here, which we should have, it 
should pass both Houses. Yet they have 
trashed it right out of the gate. 

Yesterday, the Washington Post 
called this debate over whether to de-
fault on the full faith and credit of the 
United States of America ‘‘surreal’’ 
and ‘‘bizarre.’’ Those were their words. 
This commentary is valid. Reasonable 
Republicans have been offered abso-
lutely everything they have asked for. 
Still they refuse to take yes for an an-
swer, all because of a cadre of unrea-
sonable tea-party-driven House Repub-
licans. That is too bad. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business until 12:15, with Senators per-
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each, with the time equally di-
vided and controlled between the two 
leaders or their designees, with the ma-
jority controlling the first 30 minutes, 
and the Republicans controlling the 
second 30 minutes. 

The Senator from California. 
Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 

want to thank Leader HARRY REID for 
stepping into the breach in this situa-
tion and offering us a way out of this 
what I consider to be a Republican- 
made crisis. Why do I say that? The 
debt limit has been increased 89 times 
since 1939, 55 times under Republican 
Presidents and 34 times under Demo-
cratic Presidents. 

Never has either party brought us to 
this brink of default. Never. Never. 
Never in the history of America. It is a 
manmade crisis. It is a Republican- 
made crisis. It has never happened be-
fore. The real challenge we face is 
clearly with our deficit and our debt. 
The good news is that we had this cri-
sis before, this challenge before, and we 
stepped up to the plate. We passed a 
budget when Bill Clinton was President 
that not only balanced the budget—and 
we did not need a amendment to the 
Constitution to do it, we did it by 
working it out, by cutting out the 
waste and the fraud and abuse in gov-
ernment, by choosing to invest in im-
portant areas such as education, high- 
tech—biotech at that time, which cre-
ated jobs, which created so many jobs 
in this country—23 million jobs. That 

was the absolute result of this very 
good budget. 

A budget expresses the hopes and 
dreams of the people, the priorities of 
the people. That challenge was met be-
fore, so we know how to do it. You sit 
down, you figure out what is a waste of 
spending, what is important spending, 
and you pursue policies that create 
jobs. We did it before, we can do it 
again. It is a challenge, but we can do 
it because we did it. 

Others will say in order to do it you 
have to have a balanced budget amend-
ment to the Constitution. Well, the 
facts do not back that up. In order to 
get a balanced budget, you simply have 
to balance the budget. You simply have 
to do the hard work to get it done. 

This manmade crisis, this Repub-
lican-made crisis, is totally unneces-
sary. I never heard one of these folks 
who says, let’s go into default—I never 
heard them speak out during the 
George W. Bush years when we raised 
the debt ceiling seven times, and some 
of them were around during the Reagan 
years, and 18 times the debt ceiling was 
raised. Under George W. Bush, my Re-
publican friends raised the debt ceiling 
by 90 percent. President Obama is ask-
ing for an increase of about 18 percent. 
So, America, figure it out. All of a sud-
den, after putting two wars on the 
credit card, tax cuts to millionaires 
and billionaires on the credit card as 
my Republican friends did, a prescrip-
tion drug policy which was not paid 
for—none of it was paid for—they put 
it on the credit card. And now they 
say: Oh, woe is me. We have a debt. 

Well, they should have discovered 
that before. In 8 years George W. Bush 
turned a $236 billion surplus into a $1.3 
trillion deficit, and that is what Presi-
dent Obama inherited. We have a mo-
ment of opportunity here, and I think 
what Senator REID has done is given us 
a way out of this mess. We put into 
place $2.7 trillion of cuts, and we give a 
sense of certainty to the marketplace 
for 18 months that this debt ceiling is 
taken care of. 

Let’s get back to business around 
here of taking care of this long-term 
deficit and debt challenge, and creating 
jobs for our people and protecting 
Medicare and Social Security and all of 
the rest that we have to do. 

We have to build infrastructure. I am 
the chairman of the committee that is 
in charge of the highway bill. We have 
good bipartisan cooperation, but we 
need to get this resolved. 

The Boehner plan is so short term it 
sends a chill through the marketplace. 
I used to be a stockbroker many years 
ago. When the President got a cold, the 
stock market went down. It is very 
sensitive to these things. The Boehner 
plan, according to some commentators, 
will cause a downgrade of our securi-
ties. 

I don’t think we should be in the 
business of downgrading America. We 
should be in the business of lifting 
America, of letting the people know we 
are taking care of their business. 
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The Republicans’ interest is going 

after the middle class, the working 
poor, to protect the millionaires and 
the billionaires. Here is where we are 
with that policy: The 400 richest Amer-
icans have more wealth than the first 
50 percent of the American people. 
Imagine, the richest 10 percent of all 
Americans controls two-thirds of 
America’s net worth. The average CEO 
receives 180 times more in compensa-
tion than the average production work-
er. In 1965, CEOs made 24 times more in 
compensation. Now it is 185 times. 

What we hear when we suggest mil-
lionaires and billionaires pay just a lit-
tle bit more to help America get out of 
this challenge we face is an almost out- 
of-control defense from the Repub-
licans about why we should not even 
consider asking them to pay even 2 
cents more. They say: Don’t tax the job 
creators. I said to my staff: Let’s take 
a look at who are the job creators and 
what they earn. 

As everybody knows, the small busi-
nesses are the biggest job creators. I 
wish to make it clear that only 1.4 per-
cent of taxpayers with any business in-
come make over $500,000 per year. What 
I am saying is, they say don’t tax the 
job creators, and we are looking at tax-
ing people over $500,000 a person. That 
is only 1.4 percent of the job creators. 
We are not touching 98 percent of the 
job creators. So don’t get up there and 
say we want to tax job creators—not 
true. We do want to ask millionaires 
and billionaires to pay their fair share. 

On July 21, 200 millionaires signed a 
letter asking congressional Repub-
licans to consider sealing the budget 
gap with increased revenue—higher 
taxes on them. They say: 

Despite our willingness to provide addi-
tional support to the country financially to 
assure its continued well-being, despite the 
overwhelming support of the idea among the 
American people, despite the reality that 
millionaires like us are paying lower taxes 
now than at any other time in the last 60 
years, and despite the fact that the Bush tax 
cuts are the single largest cause of the def-
icit, you have repeatedly refused to consider 
reasonable steps to address our country’s fis-
cal challenges. 

They say they are reiterating their 
demand that we look to the million-
aires and billionaires. Look, our chal-
lenges of deficit and debt can, in fact, 
be met. We know the road. The road is 
clear. The road was built by President 
Bill Clinton and the Democrats at that 
time and eventually a lot of Repub-
licans came on with us—eventually. In 
the beginning, they predicted gloom 
and doom from the Clinton budget. 

I have a bunch of quotes from Mem-
bers who are still here on the Repub-
lican side who said the Clinton budget 
is going to lead to a recession, it is 
going to lead to unemployment, and it 
is going to lead to deficits. But we 
went into a great period of prosperity, 
with 23 million jobs, a budget in bal-
ance, and a debt about to be extin-
guished down the road. That all got up-
ended by the Republican plan to lower 
the taxes on the richest Americans and 

put it on the credit card, to go into two 
wars and put it on the credit card, pass 
a prescription drug benefit and protect 
Big Pharma by saying Medicare cannot 
negotiate for lower prices. They put 
that on the credit card. 

It is no wonder we face this problem. 
When President Obama got in, we were 
bleeding jobs at 800,000 a month—al-
most 1 million a month. President 
Obama and all of us knew there was a 
frozen banking system. We had to 
make sure that credit system was 
working. We had to make sure we cre-
ated some jobs. We passed the stimulus 
bill. Despite all the talk about how it 
didn’t work, experts say it stopped a 
depression. So, yes, we had to add 
those things as well. 

Now it is time to pull together as 
Americans. This isn’t about Repub-
licans or Democrats. The people of this 
country agree that millionaires and 
billionaires should pay more. Right 
now, what Senator REID has said is 
let’s set that aside, get on with our 
work and get out of this mess and, for 
18 months, give a sense of certainty to 
the marketplace and let’s address the 
issues. 

JOHN BOEHNER, who spoke to the Na-
tion last night, is presenting a patch-
work quilt that expires in a few 
months, and we will be back to this 
nightmare. We face downgrades of our 
creditworthiness. Let’s get behind the 
Reid proposal and work together and 
get this country back on its feet. Un-
certainty is the worst option. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, this 
is a historic week in the Senate. She 
has spelled out what we face. I guess 
most people around America are look-
ing at Washington and Capitol Hill and 
asking if there are any grownups left; 
can’t adults sit down there in both po-
litical parties and solve our Nation’s 
problems? It is a legitimate question 
because we are up against the deadline 
of August 2, the expiration of Amer-
ica’s mortgage, the debt ceiling. It 
means that for the first time in his-
tory, if we don’t act, we will default on 
our debt. 

That is significant because the 
United States enjoys a reputation 
around the world—the highest eco-
nomic reputation around the world, a 
AAA bond rating, which is as good as it 
gets. If a person asks for credit and 
they have that rating, they are in great 
shape; they can borrow what they need 
at a good interest rate. That is what we 
have today. If we fail to do what we are 
supposed to do between now and Au-
gust 2 and default on our debt, it will 
be the first time it has occurred, it will 
mean the promise of America to pay its 
bills has been broken, and it will mean 
our creditors around the world will 
have questions about whether we can 
be trusted. When creditors have ques-
tions, they cover the risk by raising in-
terest rates. So if the interest rate on 
America goes up 1 percent—just 1 per-
cent—it costs us $130 billion a year, 

added to our debt; projected over 10 
years: $1.3 trillion for every 1 point in-
terest. So tempting fate and going to 
August 2 in that circumstance is not 
good, not just because America’s debt 
grows but because interest rates 
around America will then rise with it. 
So if one is borrowing money for a car, 
a home or on a credit card, their inter-
est rates will go up. Congress, without 
passing a tax bill, has just imposed a 
new tax on us. It will be the tax for de-
faulting on our debt ceiling. 

What we are trying to do this week is 
to work out some sort of an agreement 
between Republicans and Democrats, 
House and Senate, and the President to 
avoid this crisis. As the Senator from 
California accurately said, this is not a 
crisis similar to a natural disaster or 
even a terrorist attack; this is a manu-
factured political crisis on Capitol Hill. 
We don’t have to have this. It has 
never happened before. What we are 
doing with this kind of a ‘‘High Noon’’ 
scenario, waiting until the last minute 
to solve our problem, is creating a 
problem that will cost us dearly. There 
are ways around it. 

Majority leader HARRY REID is going 
to come forward on the Senate floor on 
behalf of the Democrats, and we hope 
with Republican support, with a plan 
to deal with this deficit and this debt 
ceiling. What the majority leader will 
propose is that we will make cuts in 
spending, which will reduce our deficit 
$1.2 trillion in cuts over 10 years. I 
think it is a significant indication that 
we are serious about our debt. 

In addition to that, what we will 
have is an increase of our debt limit 
until February of 2013. It is only in 
Washington, as one of my colleagues 
said this morning, that 18 months is 
considered a long-term commitment. 
What we know is that if we don’t make 
a long-term extension of the debt ceil-
ing, we are going to have to go through 
this scenario—political scenario—again 
and again. Each time we do, it calls 
into question the credit status of the 
United States. So what we are going to 
try to do this week with bipartisan 
support is move forward in dealing 
with this crisis in a responsible way— 
reducing spending, extending the debt 
ceiling; and I can say that everything 
included in Senator REID’s proposal, 
which he brought to the floor, has been 
either proposed by or voted in favor of 
by Republicans. It is a bipartisan ap-
proach. I think it is an honest ap-
proach. I am hoping we can reach an 
agreement on it. 

I see my colleague from Maryland. I 
ask him if he is asking for time in 
morning business and how much time. 

Mr. CARDIN. Ten minutes. 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, how 

much time remains in morning busi-
ness on the Democratic side? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There is 13 minutes 40 seconds re-
maining. 

Mr. DURBIN. I will be brief and then 
yield to my friend from Maryland. 

I believe we can deal with our debt 
responsibly. I say that having been 
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through a year and a half working on 
this issue. I am still not an expert, but 
I know a lot more about it than I did 
from the start. Democrats and Repub-
licans worked together on the Presi-
dent’s deficit commission and came up 
with a plan supported by 11 out of the 
18 members, including myself, and a 
number of Republican Senators and 
Democratic Senators, including KENT 
CONRAD, chairman of the Budget Com-
mittee. We all supported it. We believe 
there is a way to reduce the debt by $4 
trillion over 10 years and in a sensible, 
balanced way, bringing into consider-
ation not only spending cuts but also 
reform of our entitlement programs 
and revenue. 

On the entitlement programs, many 
Senators and many people get nervous 
when we talk about Social Security 
and Medicare. I will say I am com-
mitted to these programs. I believe in 
them. The reason I stayed with this 
conversation is because I wish to make 
certain that at least one, maybe more, 
at the table feel as I do about the im-
portance of Social Security and Medi-
care. I believe we can make reasonable 
changes in each of those programs, pre-
serve the basic benefit structure, par-
ticularly for working Americans, and 
make sure they have the promise of the 
security which these programs bring. 

I know people in retirement wonder 
if the savings are going to last, wheth-
er their pension will be around. But 
they know for sure that Social Secu-
rity will be there. I wish to make sure 
that promise is kept, not just for 25 
years but for 50 years and beyond. We 
can do it, and making modest changes 
now can achieve it. 

On Medicare, health insurance for 
the elderly and disabled people, Medi-
care is a bigger challenge. In 6 years or 
so, we start running out of money. 
Let’s do things now that will avoid 
that crisis. We don’t want that. We 
want to make sure people have the 
peace of mind of knowing they have 
health insurance. We can do it in a sen-
sible, responsible way. Let’s do it to-
gether, not with a determination of 
ending the program. I will never let 
that happen on my watch. We need to 
make sure the program has a long sol-
vent life. 

When it comes to revenue, there is a 
way to do this. 

Madam President, $1.2 trillion is lost 
each year in our Tax Code to deduc-
tions and credits and exclusions and 
special treatment given to some and 
not to others. We can take a look at 
that and do it in a way that says we 
are going to preserve the basics that 
we need. Yes, we need the mortgage in-
terest deduction. Yes, we need the 
charitable deduction. 

We need to make sure people have 
health insurance exclusions from their 
income. We can still do that and lower 
the amount of tax expenditures and use 
that money to reduce the deficit. That 
is a reasonable way of raising revenue 
in a sensible manner. 

Men and women of good faith in both 
political parties can do this. Let’s pass 

Senator REID’s proposal and avert this 
crisis and tackle the long-term deficit 
and debt challenge in a balanced way, 
by putting everything on the table. We 
did it with the deficit commission. We 
did it with the Gang of 6. We can do it 
again with the support of the American 
people to encourage us beyond our crit-
ics—that will always happen—to the 
kind of conclusion where people will 
once again feel pride in what goes on in 
Washington. 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, let 
me first thank our assistant Demo-
cratic majority leader for his incred-
ible work on the Bowles-Simpson Com-
mission. Senator DURBIN was a real 
voice of reason and brought together 
diverse views. We need that this week. 
And then with the Gang of 6, with our 
colleagues in the Senate on both sides 
of the aisle, he was able to bring us to-
gether in achieving two goals—and 
that is what we need to do—one is we 
need to raise the debt limit and, sec-
ondly, we need a credible plan to deal 
with the deficit. I think Senator DUR-
BIN has added greatly to accomplishing 
those goals, reaching across party 
lines, and understanding that it cannot 
be what the Democrats want or what 
the Republicans want but we have to 
work together. 

But I must say that at this moment, 
we are 7 days away from the August 2 
date. So we have two goals. Goal No. 1 
is to raise the debt limit so that we 
don’t default on America’s obligations. 
Raising the debt limit needs to be our 
goal No. 1. We have already incurred 
this debt. This is not about increasing 
America’s spending; this is for spend-
ing that has already occurred, and now 
we have to pay the bills. 

The cost of default is unimaginable 
to the American people. We will pay 
more as taxpayers because the cost of 
government borrowing will go up. We 
know that. That is not speculation; we 
know that. But the cost to every Amer-
ican will go up because the cost of 
home mortgages will go up, the cost of 
credit card interest will go up, and stu-
dent loan costs will go up. All of the 
borrowing costs in America will go up. 
It will also hurt our economy. It will 
cost us jobs. 

It makes no sense whatsoever to be 
here without raising the debt limit. 
Senator REID’s proposal does that 
through 2012. It gets the job done. 
Speaker BOEHNER’s proposal does not 
get it done—another short-term exten-
sion. 

We should listen to the experts in the 
market. Christian Cooper, who is a cur-
rency expert and trader, said: 

From the markets’ point of view, a two- 
stage plan is a nonstarter . . . There is sig-
nificant risk of a downgrade with a deal that 
ties further cuts to another vote only a few 
months down the road given the significant 
resistance to do the right thing now. 

Speaker BOEHNER’s proposal just 
kicks the can down the road for a cou-
ple more months without resolving the 
problem. And that is Goal No. 1. The 
Reid plan accomplishes that. 

Goal No. 2 is having a credible plan 
to get our debt under control. The 
President was right as he explained 
last night how we got here. He went 
through how, under the Bush adminis-
tration, the previous administration, 
we took a surplus to a deficit by cut-
ting taxes not once but twice, by two 
wars that were not paid for, by spend-
ing programs that weren’t paid for, and 
now we are in a situation where we 
have a nonsustainable deficit. That is 
accurate. 

It is our responsibility to make sure 
we have a credible plan to deal with 
the deficit. Leader REID’s proposal 
gives us that glidepath. I think all of 
us would like to see a grand deal, a 
grand bargain. That is not going to be 
achieved by August 2. Senator REID’s 
proposal gives us the glidepath for a re-
sponsible, credible plan to bring our 
debt under control. Speaker BOEHNER’s 
proposal does not do that. It just basi-
cally says we will deal with it at a 
later time. 

Look at the downpayment. Leader 
REID gives us $2.7 trillion of deficit re-
duction now that we can enact by Au-
gust 2, while Speaker BOEHNER gives us 
$1.2 trillion. It is clear that $2.7 trillion 
really gets us much closer to the $4 
trillion goal we all know we need to 
achieve, but it also gives us a game 
plan to be able to achieve the $4 tril-
lion in deficit reductions we all know 
we need to do. 

Madam President, you and I are in 
agreement on how we can get that done 
now. We know that. We have a plan. 
The problem is that we can’t get that 
done by August 2 because we can’t get 
the Republicans in the House to move 
on a balanced plan. We understand 
that. 

Well, the Reid proposal preserves all 
options but gives us a way to get to the 
$4 trillion of deficit reduction that is 
clearly needed. It allows the use of a 
joint committee that will use a bal-
anced approach. We have models they 
can look at. The Bowles-Simpson Com-
mission is a balanced approach to bring 
in a credible plan to deal with the def-
icit. The Gang of 6 gives us a balanced 
approach in order to deal with our defi-
cits. So we have the model before us in 
order to get it done. 

Let me tell you why I think Leader 
REID’s proposal is the best way for us 
to proceed 7 days before the August 2 
deadline. It gives the Republicans basi-
cally what they have asked for. We 
can’t do this by Democrats alone. We 
need Democrats and Republicans work-
ing together. The Reid proposal rep-
resents the views of the Members of the 
Senate on both sides of the aisle. Why 
do I say that? From the beginning, the 
Republicans have been saying we have 
to have a dollar-for-dollar reduction in 
debt for a $1 increase in the debt ceil-
ing. There is no relationship between 
our current spending and what the debt 
ceiling represents because, as I said 
earlier, it represents what we have al-
ready spent. But, OK, that has been 
what the Republicans said we had to 
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do. Leader REID’s proposal does that— 
a $2.7 trillion reduction in the deficit 
with a $2.7 trillion increase in the debt 
ceiling. 

The second thing the Republicans 
have asked for—not all but many—is 
that we can’t consider revenues in the 
package. Now, I disagree with that. I 
don’t believe you can have a credible 
plan to deal with the deficit unless you 
include revenues, getting rid of the 
loopholes, getting rid of shelters. We 
could do that without increasing rates. 
We have said that many times. But the 
Reid proposal—what we would vote on 
by August 2 that accomplishes our 
goals—will do it without additional 
revenues. It preserves the right of reve-
nues in order to have a credible plan to 
reach the $4 trillion target, but we get 
our $2.7 trillion without any revenues— 
something the majority of Republicans 
have been asking for. 

The third point: The $2.7 trillion in 
cuts the majority leader put on the 
table represents cuts that have been 
negotiated between the Democrats and 
Republicans. Madam President, $1.2 
trillion was included with Vice Presi-
dent BIDEN, the $1 trillion in cuts in re-
gard to our overseas operations was in-
cluded in the Ryan budget, and the list 
goes on. So these are cuts that are 
achievable, that have already been ne-
gotiated or agreed to between Demo-
crats and Republicans. 

I applaud Senator REID. I think Sen-
ator REID understands the seriousness 
of us moving forward. It allows us to 
move to increase the debt ceiling and 
preserve our rights to negotiate and 
get the grand bargain done and has a 
fallback mechanism with a joint com-
mittee that would have required votes 
on the floor to make sure we all have 
a chance to vote up or down. It pre-
serves our options, allows America to 
move forward, and allows us to con-
centrate on job growth and security, 
which should be our focus as we re-
bound our economy for the future of 
our Nation. For all those reasons, I 
hope my colleagues will support the ef-
fort of Senator REID to bring us to-
gether to avoid the unspeakable de-
fault that could occur 1 week from 
today. 

Madam President, I yield the floor, 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE LEADERSHIP 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Last night, the 
President explained to the Nation the 
crisis we face right now as he sees it. 
His hope was to lift the debate out of 

the gritty legislative particulars, and 
we all understand that. Unfortunately, 
the situation the President described 
last night bears very little resemblance 
to the realities on the ground right 
here in Washington. 

I know the President would rather 
give speeches about our problems than 
resolve them, but he wasn’t elected to 
talk about the United States; he was 
elected to lead it. In our system of gov-
ernment, that means working with 
people and a Congress with which you 
sometimes disagree. This is not a 
unique situation. Other Presidents 
have been in a similar situation where 
they had to work with a Congress com-
posed of people, many of whom dis-
agreed with them. 

Last night, the President rejected 
not just the only proposal that has 
passed either House of Congress, he re-
jected the only plan the Democrats 
have proposed as well, a plan that 
would increase the debt limit without 
raising taxes. Just a few days ahead of 
a potential default, the President an-
nounced that he is the only person in 
Washington still calling for a massive 
tax hike, even as his party has dropped 
their own demands for what we know 
will make the current unemployment 
situation even worse. 

In short, the President is now 
clinging to two things we all know 
Congress can’t support: a massive tax 
hike and the biggest debt limit in-
crease in history aimed, in his own 
words, at getting himself past the next 
election. As Speaker BOEHNER said last 
night, that is just not going to happen. 
There is bipartisan opposition to it in 
Congress. So it was deeply irrespon-
sible, in my view, for the President of 
the United States to present the Amer-
ican people with a false choice last 
night between tax hikes on the one 
hand and default on the other. 

The real choice is this: a bill that can 
get us past this moment of crisis, that 
cuts Washington spending, and that ac-
tually gets through Congress, or one 
that can’t. Republicans have offered 
the only proposal that attempts to get 
at the root of the problem and that ac-
tually has a chance of getting to the 
President’s desk. That is why we will 
continue to press for the legislation 
Speaker BOEHNER has proposed, and 
that is why we will fight against any-
thing that pretends to solve the prob-
lem but doesn’t. The majority leader 
proposed a plan yesterday that is noth-
ing more than another attempt to pull 
the wool over the eyes of the American 
people. 

The decisions we make in the next 72 
hours will have a real impact on every 
American. These decisions should be 
made based on how they will affect the 
people who are struggling to get a job, 
not how they affect some politician’s 
chances of getting reelected. 

The President can claim to be con-
cerned about this impending crisis, but 
one question continues to linger above 
every press conference he has called or 
every speech he has delivered: Where is 

his plan to resolve it? Republicans have 
proposed multiple plans that have sup-
port in both parties. It is time for the 
President to put his electoral interest 
and preferences aside and do what is 
needed. Americans are waiting. Ameri-
cans are waiting for the President to 
do what they elected him to do—not to 
lecture but to lead. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

CUT, CAP, AND BALANCE 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Madam President, 
throughout the course of this debt ceil-
ing debate, the American people have 
watched in utter disbelief of what they 
have seen. They understand we need to 
get our fiscal house in order; they see 
what has gotten us into this mess; and 
they want it stopped before they agree 
to give us blanket authority to raise 
the debt limit. What they are saying is 
we must spend within our means just 
as they have to do. 

We have a way to do that. It is the 
cut, cap, and balance plan. It has al-
ready passed the House. The com-
panion bill, with 39 cosponsors, has the 
support so it should be considered in 
this Chamber as well. I am proud to 
say I am one of those 39 cosponsors of 
the Senate bill. I signed onto the cut, 
cap, and balance bill because the Amer-
ican people—and more specifically the 
people of Arkansas—have demanded 
that we address this crisis now, not 
later. They know Washington is not 
good with remembering to follow 
through on the things they promise to 
do later. 

Some will say this is too simple an 
answer. They say the fiscal mess in 
which we find ourselves is a complex 
problem. It is not though. Just look at 
the numbers. 

This year alone we will spend $3.7 
trillion while collecting only $2.2 tril-
lion. We borrow 40 cents of every dollar 
we spend. 

President Obama and the Democratic 
majority in this Chamber will say the 
way to fix this problem is to raise 
taxes. They may try to use other words 
and phrases such as revenue enhancers 
while talking about raising taxes, but 
make no doubt about it, they want to 
put the onus back on the American 
people. 
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There is a major problem with this 

approach. Washington does not have a 
revenue problem; it has a spending 
problem. Again, the numbers back this 
up. Traditionally, government spend-
ing is about 19 percent of our gross do-
mestic product. Since President Obama 
has been in office, government spend-
ing has been much closer to 25 percent 
of our gross domestic product. This ad-
ministration has raised Federal spend-
ing to the highest peak since World 
War II. 

How do we solve this spending prob-
lem? We do it through cut, cap, and 
balance. Cut now—the House bill im-
mediately cuts over $100 billion in 
spending; cap for the future—the 
spending cap mechanism in this bill 
caps spending over the next 10 years, 
bringing it down to less than 20 percent 
of our gross domestic product within 
the next 5 years—and the balance is for 
a balanced budget amendment, some-
thing our entire Republican caucus 
supports in the Senate, as do many in 
the Democratic majority, at least ac-
cording to their on-the-record state-
ments. 

This bill prohibits the Treasury from 
borrowing unless a balanced budget 
amendment is sent to the States for 
ratification. Let’s pass a balanced 
budget amendment and give the people 
back home the decision about whether 
they want to require us to operate 
under a balanced budget amendment. I 
think you will find they overwhelm-
ingly do. Unfortunately, the Senate 
majority, with no plan of their own for 
reining in the out-of-control spending, 
will not allow us to have a debate on 
this bill. 

Last Friday they moved to table the 
Cut, Cap, and Balance Act, effectively 
ending any consideration of the bill. 
All this reminds me of the debate over 
the House-passed budget we had a few 
months ago. The majority over here 
had strong words of criticism but no 
budget proposal of their own. Again, 
strong words of criticism and no plan 
of their own. Only this time it is worse. 

With our Nation on the brink of de-
fault, the majority clearly believes it 
is better to score political points than 
have a debate on the merits of our pro-
posal. They control the floor, the agen-
da, and the amendments that are ac-
cepted. If any member of their caucus 
wants to change the bill, they cer-
tainly have that option. But instead of 
having the debate, we get political the-
ater from the majority. 

This is not what our constituents de-
serve. They deserve a real debate. They 
sent us here to work together to pre-
vent a catastrophe on par with what 
has happened in Greece, Ireland, and 
Portugal. They want to see us get our 
fiscal house in order. That is what the 
root cause of this crisis is all about. We 
are not just having a debate on raising 
the debt ceiling. If that were all this 
discussion was about, it would have 
been over months ago. Nobody wants a 
default. 

The debate that is going on today is 
about a much bigger problem: the out- 

of-control spending that has put us in 
this position time and time again. Cut, 
cap, and balance is one way to solve 
the problem. It is a solution that helps 
us avert an immediate meltdown and 
brings a sense of fiscal responsibility to 
Washington where it is so badly need-
ed. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

THE MILITARY PAY ACT OF 2011 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Madam President, 
I rise today to speak about the Mili-
tary Pay Act of 2011. We were on the 
brink of closing down government ear-
lier this year, this spring, and we came 
to a responsible conclusion and contin-
ued our government. We were also able 
to continue the tax cuts that have 
helped spur our economy as best they 
could in light of the spending and the 
debt that has been accumulated. Now 
we are looking at yet another potential 
government shutdown. It is so impor-
tant that we make priorities. 

We know what is happening right 
now in Washington. Everyone is fo-
cused on whether there is going to be 
an agreement to lift the debt ceiling 
because if there is not, then we have 
the potential for default, depending on 
the decision of what gets paid first. We 
do have revenue coming in that can be 
spent even if the debt ceiling is not 
lifted. However, the President can 
choose the priorities. What I am asking 
we do today is set some of those prior-
ities. What I am asking is we take our 
military personnel out of any limbo. 
Let’s go back to what we did earlier 
this year when we were in the con-
tinuing resolution debate which also 
had the potential for shutting down 
government. When that happened in 
April, I joined with my colleague on 
the House side, Representative LOUIE 
GOHMERT. We both introduced a bill, 
the Ensuring Pay for Our Military Act, 
Senate bill 724. We have 80 cosponsors 
of that legislation. We have 80 out of 
100 in the Senate who stepped up to the 
plate and said: Yes, we need to take 
care of our military even if govern-
ment shuts down. That was April. 
Since then, I have introduced a new 
bill. The new bill is Senate bill 1365, 
the Protecting Military Pay Act of 
2011. That one sets two priorities. It 
sets paying our debt, the interest on 
our debt and our military. Those are 
the two priorities. Social Security is in 
a different account, and it will auto-
matically be paid from that account. I 
actually am cosponsoring another bill 
that is also cosponsored by many Sen-
ators and many House Members that 

would require the President pay our 
debt, interest on our debt, our active- 
duty military and also Social Security 
recipients even though that would 
automatically happen. The legislation 
I introduced in April that would take 
care of our active-duty military is sup-
ported by the Military Officers Asso-
ciation of America; the AMVETS, the 
American Veterans; and the National 
Military Family Association. The new 
bill I have introduced that has the debt 
to be paid off along with our military 
sets the priorities, and here is what it 
does: It says if we have any kind of 
government shutdown or we have a sit-
uation where we do not lift the debt 
ceiling and, therefore, we have to 
prioritize our spending according to 
the revenue that is coming in, there 
are two things that will be done: We 
want to pass the law so there can be no 
discretion that you will pay the debts 
and you will pay the military. You will 
pay the active-duty military. That is 
what the bill does simply and clearly. 

Here is the situation: If the debt ceil-
ing is reached, $29 billion would be set 
aside for August to the payment of our 
debts, $2.9 billion would be added to 
that for active-duty military pay. So 
you are allocating out of the billions 
that would be coming in in August, you 
would allocate those as the first two 
priorities and Social Security would be 
paid out of the Social Security fund. I 
am going to ask our majority leader to 
let these bills come up—at least one of 
them that says we will pay the debt, we 
will pay our military, and we know 
that Social Security will be paid. 

It is tremendously damaging for our 
military to be getting the news in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq of all the upheaval 
in Washington because they are getting 
the news, of course. For them to worry: 
Oh, my gosh, what happens August 2 if 
my paycheck isn’t there for my wife or 
my husband to be able to use that to 
pay the mortgage or the basic ex-
penses? I want to put it in perspective. 
We have people in the military with 
boots on the ground by the thousands 
who are making under $20,000 a year. 
Those are people who are living pay-
check to paycheck. They don’t have 
the luxury of having a big savings ac-
count with that kind of income, espe-
cially if they have children. My good-
ness, they are making under $18,000 a 
year, some of these younger junior 
members of the enlisted corps, so I 
don’t think we ought to make them 
worry for 10 seconds if they can pay 
their basic bills for their housing and 
the food for their families. 

In my State of Texas there are 28,000 
brave men and women deployed in the 
support of operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. There are more than 97,000 
servicemembers deployed who are mar-
ried and have children waiting for 
them at home. There are 145,000 troops 
deployed in Iraq and Afghanistan who 
are working long hours every day in 
the desert heat to protect our freedom, 
to make sure we are doing everything 
we can to root out the terrorists who 
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have attacked America. These men and 
women all raised their right hand and 
volunteered to go to defend this Na-
tion. The very least we can do while we 
are in this kind of budget negotiation, 
which is making a lot of people nerv-
ous—I have faith that we are going to 
do the right thing in the end, but it is 
not clear yet and we are a week away. 
I don’t think we ought to make these 
people think about whether it is going 
to happen and if there is going to be a 
delay in a paycheck. 

I hope we will be able to bring this 
bill up. I can guarantee if the majority 
leader will bring up my bill, it will 
pass. It has 80 cosponsors. The new bill 
is the same thing except it makes the 
debt payment the priority, which you 
would hope would not have to be done, 
but nevertheless let’s assure that our 
debtors know we are going to pay the 
interest on the debt, and our military— 
who are in harm’s way right now—will 
not worry about their family having 
the paycheck they need. 

We have about a week. All of us had 
hoped it wouldn’t take this long, but 
we have our different views, there is no 
question about it. I am one who be-
lieves we should raise the debt ceiling 
only with reforms that will assure the 
markets not just for the next week or 
the next 6 months, but for the long 
term, that not only are we going to pay 
our debts but we are going to bring 
down the cost of government so we will 
not have to raise the debt limit again. 

We must take the reform actions we 
can take right now. We can fix Social 
Security for 75 years with relatively 
little cuts in increases with Social Se-
curity COLAs and with a trajectory 
that will put us on an actuarial table 
for an age that has certainly changed 
since Social Security passed. Very lit-
tle change. It wouldn’t affect anyone 
who is in the upper area of going into 
Social Security. The bill I have intro-
duced wouldn’t affect anyone age 58 
and above or 55 and above. We can do 
the big things that will show our debt-
ors and the rest of the world we can 
live within our means and our democ-
racy can work to do the things that 
will make us good not for the next 
week, not for the next 6 months, but 
for our children and grandchildren. 
That is what we ought to be doing 
right now, and I have faith. We are 
going to have to do something tem-
porary for the next few months while 
we work out the details, but I know if 
we get together, we can do this. I don’t 
want our military to have to worry 
about it for 1 week or 3 months or 6 
months because they deserve better. 

Thank you, Madam President. 
I yield the floor. 
Mr. THUNE. Madam President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Dakota. 
f 

THE BUDGET 

Mr. THUNE. I am happy to cosponsor 
the legislation of the Senator from 
Texas. She is absolutely right, there is 

no more deserving group of people in 
this country than our military and we 
need to make sure under no cir-
cumstance they are not paid, and her 
legislation would do that. I hope we 
can get it to the floor and that it is 
acted upon very quickly. 

We are a week away now from the 
time in which we would have to request 
additional borrowing authority in 
order for our Federal Government to 
pay its bills. We have known it is com-
ing for some time. We know generally 
at least when that date is. It strikes 
me as most Americans observe this de-
bate, the thing they are probably most 
concerned about is how this is going to 
impact them and their economic cir-
cumstances. Frankly, I think all of us 
ought to be looking at this with an eye 
toward how is this going to impact the 
economy. What is this going to do to 
get people back to work and to grow 
the economy? There has been a lot of 
discussion about that. The President 
made yet another speech last night in 
which he tried to claim the high 
ground in this debate. Frankly, I think 
the President has relegated himself to 
the sidelines in this debate simply be-
cause many of the things he was pro-
posing to do as a part of this debt limit 
increase would be very counter-
productive when it comes to the econ-
omy. I would also add that the Presi-
dent continues to sort of assign blame 
and blame the previous administration 
for the circumstances in which we find 
ourselves and, clearly, he inherited a 
difficult set of economic cir-
cumstances. I think we would all con-
cede that. 

What I would argue is the President 
has made that situation worse. He has 
made it much worse. If you look at 
since this President took office, we 
now have 2.1 million more people un-
employed than there were when he 
took office. We have seen the Federal 
debt grow by 35 percent since this 
President took office. The number of 
people receiving food stamps today has 
gone up by 40 percent since this Presi-
dent took office. He has added $11,000 
to the debt of each individual in this 
country since he took office. Gas prices 
are up. They increased almost 100 per-
cent since this President took office. 
The cost of health care has gone up 19 
percent since this President took office 
despite assertions during the debate on 
the health care bill last year that it 
was actually going to reduce health 
care costs. We have seen all of these 
economic circumstances worsen on this 
President’s watch. 

It strikes me as we look at this debt 
debate that we ought to be thinking 
about what can we do to get out of this 
economic downturn. We are growing at 
a very sluggish rate, a little under 2 
percent. We have unemployment that 
is over 9 percent, 9.2 percent. As I said, 
there are 2.1 million more people un-
employed than when the President 
took office. Clearly the focus of our 
discussions as we lead up to this vote 
on the debt limit ought to be about the 

economy, getting people back to work, 
growing the economy. 

Frankly, I think there are a couple of 
things we have to do to get out of the 
debt situation. One is we have to cut 
government spending. Secondly, we 
have to get the economy growing and 
expanding again. So, clearly, that 
ought to be the focus. 

When I said the President, in his pro-
posal—at least as it has been reported 
because we haven’t seen any proposal 
from him, but in the reporting about 
his discussions with congressional lead-
ership, it has been suggested that the 
President has consistently advocated 
for more revenues, more taxes, and, in 
fact, as recently as last Friday, when 
there was still ‘‘a big deal’’ on the 
table—we were still looking at a possi-
bility of actually striking an agree-
ment—the President upped the ante 
even further. He moved the goalpost 
yet again. He wanted $400 billion more 
in higher taxes. 

It strikes me, and I think most 
Americans right now, that the worst 
thing we can do in an economic down-
turn and when we have 9.2 percent un-
employment is raise taxes. There isn’t 
a tax I can think of that will create a 
single job in this country. It would 
only make it more difficult and more 
expensive for our small businesses to 
create jobs. So that was a nonstarter. I 
think it became clear over time that it 
was going to be a nonstarter despite 
the President’s insistence that tax in-
creases be a part of whatever deal gets 
struck here. 

As we find ourselves where we are 
now, I think it is important to think 
about where we have come from and to 
look at the time that has now passed 
and where we stand today. I think it is 
important to point out, as we talk 
about budgets and we talk about spend-
ing and we talk about debt, our job is 
to pass a budget. That is where it all 
starts. We haven’t passed a budget now 
in 818 days. In fact, the last time the 
Senate approved a budget was back on 
April 29, 2009. So it has now been 818 
days since the most recent budget was 
approved by the Senate. 

So we are operating without a budg-
et. Imagine how complicated it would 
be for any State government, any busi-
ness in this country, if they continued 
to operate without a budget. That is 
what we have been doing in Wash-
ington now for 818 days. 

So January 6 of this year came 
around and we knew this debt limit 
vote was coming and was out there. 
Secretary Geithner wrote to Congress 
asking that the debt limit be increased. 
That was back in January. At that 
time, the Obama administration was 
also pushing for a clean debt limit in-
crease; in other words, a debt limit in-
crease that did not include any kind of 
spending reductions or spending re-
form. He just wanted a $2.4 trillion 
blank check to raise the debt by that 
amount. 

Well, we came to February of this 
year—of 2011—when it came time for 
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the President to submit his budget to 
Congress. That budget seemed to be in 
complete denial of the reality we find 
ourselves in today because that budget 
would spend $46 trillion and add almost 
$10 trillion to the publicly held debt 
over the next decade, as well as in-
crease taxes by somewhere on the order 
of $1.5 trillion, $1.6 trillion. So it had 
more spending, more debt, and higher 
taxes at a time when we are in an eco-
nomic downturn, when we have high 
unemployment, and we have year over 
year deficits that are adding massively 
to the debt in this country. So the 
President’s budget was met with a 
thud, as one would expect, when it was 
presented to the Congress. 

As we went on in the year, in March 
of this year—March 31 to be exact—the 
Senate Republicans introduced a bal-
anced budget amendment. We recog-
nized that in order for us to get our fis-
cal house in order, to start living with-
in our means, to quit spending money 
we don’t have, we have to have some 
kind of a discipline imposed on the 
Congress, a requirement that we bal-
ance our budget every year, as do so 
many States. There are 49 States in 
this country that have some form of a 
balanced budget amendment in their 
constitution, some sort of requirement 
that forces them to make their books 
balance at the end of the year. So we 
introduced a balanced budget amend-
ment, and we still hope at some point 
to get a vote on that. That hasn’t hap-
pened yet, but that is certainly some-
thing we want to enter into this debate 
because we think it is important not 
only to deal with the spending in the 
near term, but also to come up with a 
solution in the long term, and a bal-
anced budget amendment would cer-
tainly accomplish that. 

On April 11 of this year, Chairman 
PAUL RYAN of the House Budget Com-
mittee introduced his budget in the 
House of Representatives. Of course, on 
April 13, right after the submission of 
that budget, the President then gave a 
‘‘revised budget’’ speech. It was inter-
esting because Congressional Budget 
Office Director Elmendorf later stated 
that the CBO—the Congressional Budg-
et Office—doesn’t score speeches, so 
they really couldn’t attach any sort of 
numbers to the President’s speech be-
cause they don’t score speeches. We 
have yet to see any kind of an actual 
submission of a plan from the Presi-
dent prior to his provisional budget 
submission, which, as I said, came in 
with higher taxes, higher spending, and 
higher debt. 

On April 15, in accordance with the 
schedule required under the Budget 
Act, the House passed their budget. So 
the Republicans on the Senate Budget 
Committee asked the President to sub-
mit a revised budget based upon his 
speech. That revised budget was never 
submitted. We had a House-passed 
budget. We had the President’s sort of 
on the sidelines, out of the debate, and 
then in May of this year Republicans 
on the Senate Budget Committee—and 

I am on that Senate Budget Com-
mittee—were told to expect a budget 
markup which never materialized. So 
we still didn’t have a budget in the 
Senate. The budget passed by the 
House of Representatives was roundly 
criticized by the Senate and by Demo-
crats in Washington. But it is the only 
budget proposal—actual proposal—that 
has been voted on and that we have lit-
erally seen in over 818 days now. 

We knew this vote on the debt limit 
was starting to get closer, so discus-
sions picked up in terms of having 
some meetings to determine how we 
might proceed and what we might do to 
put a package in place that would 
allow us to raise the debt limit, but do 
it with significant spending reforms 
and spending reductions. Vice Presi-
dent BIDEN held his very first meeting 
on May 5 of this year—2011—and those 
discussions continued on for some 
time. 

We also had on the floor of the Sen-
ate on May 25 of this year the Presi-
dent’s budget he submitted to Congress 
back in February. So we actually had a 
vote on that. That vote was 97 to 0 in 
opposition to the President’s budget. 
There wasn’t a single Republican or a 
single Democrat in the Senate who said 
the President’s original budget submis-
sion was something they wanted to be 
associated with or wanted to support. 
So not a single vote in the Senate for 
the President’s original budget submis-
sion. 

So we continued on into June, and I 
think there was hope there would be 
some agreement between the President 
and congressional leadership on how to 
proceed with this debt limit vote that 
comes up ahead of us now sometime 
next week. Those discussions contin-
ued, as I said, as recently as last week 
and finally started to unravel and fell 
apart, at which point it became clear 
we were going to need a solution and 
an answer. 

So, again, the House Republicans put 
together and passed a proposal called 
cut, cap, and balance which would have 
cut spending now, immediately, capped 
spending in future years, and put in 
place a balanced budget amendment 
which would ensure that in later years 
we would have the kind of discipline 
that is so important and so lacking in 
Washington. That was on July 19, 2011, 
when the House passed that legislation. 

So it came over to the Senate. We 
had a vote on it in the Senate on July 
22, last week, and the Senate Demo-
crats voted to table the cut, cap, and 
balance approach and denounced it as 
not a serious effort to do anything 
about the fiscal circumstance in which 
we find ourselves. 

We didn’t get a chance to debate it 
and get to an up-or-down vote. We had 
a tabling motion and a vote on a ta-
bling motion by the Democratic leader 
and as a consequence it was defeated. 
So we don’t have anything yet in place 
that would deal with the debt limit 
coming up ahead of us next week. 

So that is where we are today. As I 
said, the House Republicans have again 

taken the leadership and put forward 
yet another proposal, and I expect they 
are going to vote on it sometime later 
this week, perhaps as early as tomor-
row. We evidently now have before us 
something the Senate leadership, Sen-
ator REID, has put forward we may end 
up having a vote on this week. But 
somehow, some way, we have to get to 
where we solve this before next Tues-
day. 

I am not among those who believe it 
is an option for us to get past next 
Tuesday and then try and figure out 
what happens next. I believe we need to 
act. We need to act in a way that is re-
sponsible, but we need to act in a way 
that addresses the real issue, which is 
not the debt limit but the debt. 

I wish to point out when the Presi-
dent originally requested—and I think 
he reiterated that request in April—a 
clean debt limit, there was an assump-
tion that Congress would just give him 
a $2.4 trillion increase in the debt limit 
without any kind of attempt to rein in 
the real problem, which is the debt. 

So we have been consistently advo-
cating to try to get spending reduc-
tions, spending reforms into this equa-
tion. The President has consistently 
advocated in favor of tax increases. To 
him, this is defined as a revenue prob-
lem, not a spending problem. Most of 
us see this as a spending problem. 
When we have spending as a percentage 
of the entire economy that is literally 
at the highest level since World War II, 
we have, fundamentally, a spending 
problem. It cannot be resolved by rais-
ing taxes on small businesses; it needs 
to be resolved by cutting spending. 

When we cut spending, I believe we 
will also put in place the confidence 
the economy needs to start picking up 
and growing again, and we will get the 
other component, the other element 
that is so important to getting out of 
this mess; that is, an expanding, grow-
ing, vital economy that is creating jobs 
and creating greater prosperity for the 
American people. 

So this is where we are. We are in the 
last week. I think the President is es-
sentially missing in action. His pro-
posal to raise taxes which he talked 
about again last night in his speech is 
old news. It is yesterday’s news. We 
know that is not going to pass in the 
House of Representatives, and it prob-
ably wouldn’t pass in the Senate. Right 
now, the simple math is we have to be 
able to pass something by next Tues-
day. We have to put something forward 
that can secure 217 votes in the House 
of Representatives and 60 votes in the 
Senate. 

Some of us maybe aren’t going to 
like certain elements of what is going 
to be put forward. But what I can tell 
my colleagues is, we have come a long 
way in terms of steering this debate 
away from the President’s original 
budget proposal which, as I said, dou-
bled the debt over 10 years, massively 
increased spending, massively in-
creased taxes, and from the point 
where the President was asking for a 
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debt limit increase devoid of any 
spending cuts or spending reforms— 
simply a $2.4 trillion blank check that 
would allow him to raise the debt 
limit—to a time where we are actually 
talking about significant reductions in 
spending both in the near term and in 
the long term. Whether the proposal 
that passes the House this week ends 
up being what we ultimately vote on in 
the Senate, it is the only viable option 
out there. 

The President doesn’t have a plan. He 
never has had a plan. The Senate 
Democrats don’t have a plan. They 
haven’t had a budget in 818 days and 
have yet to put forward anything until, 
as I said, this most recent idea Senator 
REID came up with. But we are up 
against the clock. We need to get this 
done. The American people expect us to 
get it done. The market expects us to 
get it done. Not doing so would put at 
great risk our credit rating and our 
ability as a great nation to function 
and to attract the type of credit we 
need to keep our government going, 
unfortunately. 

I hope in the end what comes out of 
this is some reforms that will put us on 
a path where we are starting to take 
that debt down, where we are not lit-
erally borrowing over 40 cents out of 
every dollar this government spends. 
That is where we need to end up. 

But for now at least we have to get a 
measure in place by next week that 
doesn’t raise taxes in a way that would 
hurt the economy; that gets discre-
tionary, nondefense spending, and, for 
that matter, defense spending under 
control in the near term and puts in 
place a process by which we can get a 
result on reforming entitlement pro-
grams and dealing with what we call 
the mandatory part of our budget. 

So that is where we came from. It 
has been an interesting path to get 
here, but there is a lot of revisionist 
history that gets put forward, and I 
wish to remind my colleagues where we 
came from because I think it is impor-
tant and informs the decisions we will 
make today. 

For the President to suggest for a 
minute that somehow the House Re-
publicans are to blame for where we 
are today is not consistent—in fact, it 
is completely contradictory—with the 
facts. It is the House Republicans who 
passed a budget on time back in April. 
It is the House Republicans who passed 
a plan last week, a cut, cap, and bal-
ance plan to deal with this debt limit. 
It is the House Republicans who tomor-
row who will vote on yet another pro-
posal put forward after the President 
upped the ante last week and made it 
clear that the only way he would ac-
cept a deal would be with significant 
tax increases on the American people 
and the American economy at a time 
when we can ill-afford it. 

So I hope as we proceed into this 
week—and the days are numbered—we 
will get a piece of legislation on the 
floor of the Senate that can secure the 
60 votes necessary for us to avoid hav-

ing to meet that trigger next week and 
to do something that would address the 
long-term issue of spending and debt, 
get spending under control, and actu-
ally, in my view, put the conditions in 
place that would enable economic 
growth and job creation in this coun-
try; so we can cut spending and grow 
the economy, which, in my view, are 
the two elements we need to put the 
country back on a better path. 

So with that, I ask my colleagues to 
work with us this week against this 
deadline to get in place a solution to 
this problem that deals with the funda-
mental issue; that is, the issue of 
Washington’s overspending, and start 
to rein that in. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEN-

NET). The Senator from Nebraska. 
Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, I want 

to start out today by complimenting 
the Senator from South Dakota. He 
has gotten it absolutely exactly right. 
I wish to associate myself with the 
comments he has made. 

We are 7 days away from literally a 
crisis in our country. We are down to a 
point where it is getting even difficult 
to try to figure out, with the timelines 
naturally built into the process, how 
you get from here to there in 7 days, 
and yet that is what faces us. 

Last night, like many Americans, I 
watched and listened to the President 
and listened to Speaker BOEHNER. I 
must admit, when it comes to the com-
ments made by the President, I do not 
understand where he is coming from. 
He talks about higher taxes and more 
revenue when the reality is, at this 
late date, he is the only one talking 
about that. 

I have been one of those people who 
has said for a long time we absolutely 
need to engage in a process of reform-
ing our Tax Code. It is too complicated. 
It is almost an antigrowth piece of 
work. I am anxious to work with my 
colleagues. But with 7 days left to try 
to suggest there will be a massive 
amount of new taxes does not make 
any sense. That is not in the Reid plan. 
It is not in the Boehner plan. Yet there 
it is. 

Well, here we are. We are literally 7 
days away. As I said, as I watched 
those comments last night, it looked to 
me like campaign rhetoric. It looked 
like positioning for the next election. 
It looked like class warfare. What it 
did not look like to me was Presi-
dential leadership. Yet our creditors 
around the world are watching this 
debt limit debate unfold, and they are 
as shocked as all of us are by the lack 
of leadership coming out of the White 
House. 

This weekend, the President was pre-
sented a bipartisan approach. I found it 
reassuring over the weekend to know 
that our leaders in the Senate here 
were talking and trying to work their 
way through this terribly complicated 
issue, very difficult issue. I thought 
with that kind of effort, when an ap-
proach was presented to the President, 

he would naturally embrace the ap-
proach. With only 1 week left, that 
made the most sense to me. Yet, sur-
prisingly, the President rejected the 
approach. The reason? Well, the reason 
is, as he has said so many times, the 
President does not want to have to deal 
with increasing the debt limit next 
year during his campaign for a second 
term. 

I find that shocking since last night, 
when he addressed the Nation, he ex-
pressed great concern about our debt 
limit negotiations being in a stale-
mate. Yet he could have used that op-
portunity by accepting the bipartisan 
proposal that had been presented to 
him a day or so earlier. He had the op-
portunity to show the type of leader-
ship our country needs and is crying 
out for, but he decided to reject the 
plan and retreat to political talking 
points. 

The President also said he would veto 
Speaker BOEHNER’s approach to raising 
the debt limit for 7 months, claiming it 
kicks the can down the road—claiming 
that is what it would be. 

Let’s look at that. Let’s examine 
what the President is trying to con-
vince this Nation of. Over the last 25 
years, Congress has increased the debt 
limit 31 times. Mr. President, 22 of 
those 31 times were for less than a 
year. Yet the President claims he will 
veto anything not extending into 2013? 
It defies logic to decry our debt and 
then veto anything unless it allows 
more record-setting debt. That is ex-
actly what he is pledging he will do: 
veto anything less than the largest 
debt limit increase in the history of 
the United States of America—the 
largest. 

His last debt limit increase in Janu-
ary was the largest in history at that 
point—$1.9 trillion—yet instead of hit-
ting the brakes and saying, ‘‘Whoa, 
time out, this is getting us in trouble,’’ 
the President is doubling down, de-
manding yet another record-setting 
budget buster. 

Who does the President think is 
going to pay off all this debt? It will be 
our children and our grandchildren. 
Passing multiple trillion-dollar debt 
limit increases without addressing our 
addiction to spending does far more to 
kick the problems down the road. It 
sends the problems over the cliff, in 
fact. Yet, despite this reality, the 
President continues to accelerate, as 
we get closer and closer to the cliff. 
The President recently said this: 

The only bottom line I have is that we 
have to extend the debt ceiling through the 
next election, into 2013. 

While numerous issues accompany 
this line of thinking, let’s hit some 
high points. 

Our national debt is more than $14 
trillion, and the President is request-
ing to increase it to $16 trillion—the 
largest in our Nation’s history. So why 
is the bottom line only about the 
length of the extension, not about 
spending reductions that put our coun-
try back on track? 
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Unfortunately, the President’s only 

fundamental concern is how do we kick 
this past the next election. Above all 
else, not good policy, not what is best 
for our citizens, but the No. 1 goal is 
how to get past the next election. This 
is, unfortunately, his bottom line. Sim-
ply astounding that the campaign of 
hope and change has become such busi-
ness as usual. Simply raising the debt 
ceiling absent any meaningful spending 
reforms will not work. 

Now we find ourselves in one heck of 
a mess. With about a week to go, the 
latest in the debt limit saga is a pro-
posal that was introduced last night by 
Senator REID. But here is why this lat-
est plan has so many problems. 
Policywise, it does not hold together. 
The plan claims $1 trillion in savings 
from reductions in troop forces. These 
savings assume the troop surge extends 
into perpetuity, which never was the 
plan. So it assumes savings from stop-
ping spending that was never scheduled 
or even requested. It is like reaching 
into the air and grabbing savings. Es-
sentially, this plan counts savings that 
were scheduled to happen. 

Second, the plan counts $400 billion 
in interest savings on that savings rel-
ative to the troop money that was not 
going to be spent, was not asked for. In 
other words, not only does the plan 
count nonexistent savings, it then 
compounds the policy problem by 
counting nonexistent interest savings 
on that savings. You simply cannot 
count savings that were never intended 
to happen. 

We are dealing with a ticking 
timebomb here. We have rating agen-
cies saying: My goodness, your debt is 
so out of control that unless we see a 
plan, we will not be fooled by the gim-
micks. Yet this policy approach does 
not hold together. You see, the rating 
agencies, justifiably so, want to see 
real budget savings that actually help 
to improve our balance sheet. 

We are at a critical time in our Na-
tion’s history. With 1 week left, the 
American people are yearning for bold 
leadership, not another shell game. 
Heated rhetoric and charged accusa-
tions are not going to fix the fiscal sit-
uation. 

I stand ready to work with my col-
leagues on a solution, and I urge the 
President to do the same. Let’s quit de-
fending what is indefensible; that is, 
worrying about getting the can kicked 
down the road past the next election, 
and let’s try to figure out how best to 
address this. 

There was a plan that came out re-
cently. It was a plan dubbed from the 
Gang of 6, and the Presiding Officer 
and I have had some interest in that 
plan. But we all acknowledge it is 
going to take time to put that plan in 
place, to debate that plan, to bring it 
to the floor, to do the things that are 
necessary. We have to take action now. 
I am a part of a group that says: Look, 
let’s take a long hard look at that 
plan. Let’s see if that is the plan we 
can move down the field to success. 

But we have just 7 days left. We need 
to face the reality that 7 days from 
now we will be within hours of hitting 
our debt ceiling. Incidentally, to those 
who are arguing: No, it is not August 2, 
well, if it is not August 2, it is close to 
August 2. We are facing a real problem 
where there will not be enough money 
to pay the bills. 

Many say: Pay the interest on the 
debt. Make sure you get that done. I 
am not opposed to that. I do not want 
to default on our debt. But that means 
we have about 50 cents on the dollar in 
August, according to a cashflow state-
ment done by the Bipartisan Policy 
Group, and that means that 50 percent 
of those out there who would otherwise 
receive some type of payment from the 
Federal Government will not get it be-
cause there simply is not enough 
money to pay the bills. 

So what does Speaker BOEHNER’s plan 
do? 

Well, it is a plan that is realistic. It 
says, look, we have to come to grips 
with where we are in the next 7 days or 
we can simply suspend rational 
thought, believe that the record-break-
ing debt increases to accommodate 
record-setting debt are somehow a 
plausible course. It is not. 

I am more apt to believe the Presi-
dent’s own words. When the debt limit 
increase was $781 billion to raise our 
borrowing authority to $9 trillion, then 
Senator Obama was in the place where 
we are in today, deciding on whether 
he would vote for a debt ceiling in-
crease, and he called the situation then 
a ‘‘failure of leadership.’’ He went on to 
say ‘‘increasing America’s debt weak-
ens us domestically and internation-
ally.’’ 

Well, we were at $9 trillion then, an 
unforgivable amount of money. Today 
we are at $14.5 trillion, and the steam 
engine is firing away, building up more 
and more debt. 

Senator Obama’s words were as 
truthful then as they are today. Yet 
now he has done a 180. His Presidency 
has hit the turbo booster when it 
comes to record debt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
reserved for the Republicans has ex-
pired. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington. 

f 

RAISING THE DEBT CEILING 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, we are 
now 1 week away from the unthinkable 
prospect of the United States of Amer-
ica defaulting on its loans for the first 
time in our history and not making 
good on promises we have made to fam-
ilies, veterans, senior citizens across 
the country. 

I am deeply disappointed we have 
gotten to this point. If we cannot come 
to an agreement by August 2, the con-
sequences for our Nation and our eco-
nomic recovery will be dire. A few 
weeks ago, the Bipartisan Policy Cen-

ter put out a report that was actually 
authored by a former Bush Treasury 
official about what would happen if 
Congress failed to act and if the admin-
istration was forced to make desperate 
spending decisions in August. The sce-
narios were very grim. 

Potentially at risk were the benefits 
and health care we owe our veterans, 
loans for struggling small businesses, 
food stamps for people who are strug-
gling to buy groceries, Social Security 
checks for our seniors, unemployment 
benefits for millions of workers who 
are desperately looking for jobs today, 
and even Active-Duty pay for our mili-
tary. 

If the debt ceiling is not raised, we 
also face the very real and frightening 
possibility of our economy falling back 
into another deep recession, interest 
rates going up for our families and con-
sumers, millions of workers losing 
their jobs, and small businesses being 
forced to close their doors. These risks 
are unacceptable. People are still re-
covering in this tough economy and 
they cannot afford to have the rug 
pulled out from under them. 

Many families from my home State 
of Washington have reached out to my 
office throughout this debate, trying to 
figure out what they would do if the 
support they depend upon to stay in 
their homes, to put food on their tables 
is suddenly cut off. They have a pretty 
simple message: Get it done, com-
promise, and put American families 
first. 

One letter came from Anne Phillips 
from Tacoma, WA, who after 18 years 
of work was laid off during the reces-
sion. Anne told me about how she felt 
she was doing the responsible thing by 
getting herself up, dusting herself off, 
going back to college. But now she is 
worried sick because of the fact that 
the interest rate she pays on her stu-
dent loans, which she relies on to pay 
for school, would shoot up if we de-
fault. 

In her letter, Anne made clear who 
the real victims of default would be. 
She said: ‘‘Ultimately people like me, 
my husband, my family, and all the 
people I know who are doing their best 
every day to make the contribution to 
society will pay the expense.’’ 

Anne is not alone in her concern. I 
have heard from veterans such as Ken-
neth Huff, a retired master sergeant 
from Olympia, WA. He spent 28 years 
serving our country. He told me how 
through a life in the military he 
learned the value of compromise and 
how he is tired of the way the peoples’ 
work is not being done. 

He wrote: 
I agree. We can cut back on spending. I 

know we can do a better job. But not on the 
backs of the very poor, the middle class, vet-
erans and our seniors who are on Social Se-
curity and Medicare. 

I have also heard from Social Secu-
rity recipients such as Alisa Terry 
from Bellingham, WA, who told me 
how important that monthly check is 
to her and what it would mean if she 
did not get it next month. She says: 
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Social Security is my lifeline. It 

stands between me and homelessness. 
These families and seniors deserve to 

have the certainty of a Federal Govern-
ment that stands ready to pay its debt. 
They do not deserve to turn on the 
news every day and read about the po-
litical games House Republicans are 
playing with their lives and economic 
future. Democrats have been at the 
table. We have been ready and willing 
to compromise for months and months. 
We know we need to get this done. We 
have offered compromise after com-
promise. We have come to the middle 
and beyond. We have offered serious 
and deep cuts in Federal spending— 
very hard for some of us to do. 

We have put it on the table and then 
we offered even more. But again and 
again, the House Republicans have said 
no. They refuse to compromise, and 
they refuse to come to the middle. 
Time and time again, they seem to be 
more interested in satisfying the most 
extreme elements of their base than on 
finding real solutions for the people of 
this country. 

The House Republicans even sent us 
a bill they called cut, cap and balance 
that was not only widely understood to 
be a political gimmick but it had no 
chance of becoming law, and not only 
would it have been absolutely dev-
astating for families and seniors across 
this country but it managed to waste 
precious time in Congress at a point 
when that resource is getting scarcer 
and scarcer. 

So we are down to the wire. Political 
games need to end. They need to stop 
finding ways to say no and start fig-
uring out what they can say yes to. 
The bill we introduced last night is a 
compromise. I do not believe it is per-
fect, but it gets us where we need to 
get to protect families and small busi-
nesses across America from market un-
certainty, not just for a month or two. 
That is not what American families 
need. They need to know they have 
that economic certainty and that we 
will not be back in this ball game in 
just a few short months, going through 
the same process, with people worried 
about their Social Security checks and 
veterans worried again and with the 
markets uncertain. 

The legislation that was introduced 
last night does make deep and serious 
cuts in government spending, savings 
that have either been discussed and 
agreed on in previous negotiations with 
Republicans or that Republicans have 
actually used in the budgets they re-
cently passed themselves. 

It does protect Medicare and Social 
Security that was promised to our sen-
iors. It does not increase revenue, 
something many of us have argued 
time and time again needs to be a part 
of a balanced approach to a conclusion. 
But we understand compromise is im-
portant. So it does not increase rev-
enue and that appears to be something 
my Republican colleagues have almost 
single-mindedly focused on in this 
process. So we have given in on that. 

It puts our country on a more sus-
tainable fiscal track, and it allows us 
to continue the important work to re-
duce the debt and deficit without the 
threat of economic calamity hanging 
over our heads such as the current 
House proposal does. 

On this side, Democrats have bent 
over backward to get this done. We 
compromised. We compromised again 
and then again. The bill that was intro-
duced last night on our side is the fruit 
of many compromises. We did this not 
because we think this is the ideal way 
to tackle this issue—Democrats do 
want a larger and a more balanced 
package that we believe will address 
our problems in a responsible way for 
years to come—but we put this forward 
because we know the American people 
want results, not rhetoric, and we 
know the consequences of inaction are 
far too high. 

I call on our Republican colleagues to 
support this legislation, stop playing 
politics with the American economy, 
and work with us to solve this problem 
for the American people. 

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF PAUL A. 
ENGELMAYER TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 
NEW YORK 

NOMINATION OF RAMONA 
VILLAGOMEZ MANGLONA TO BE 
JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT 
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN 
MARIANA ISLANDS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume executive session to consider the 
following nominations, which the clerk 
will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nominations of Paul A. 
Engelmayer, of New York, to be United 
States District Judge for the Southern 
District of New York, and Ramona 
Villagomez Manglona, of the Northern 
Mariana Islands, to be Judge for the 
District Court for the Northern Mar-
iana Islands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
will be 2 minutes of debate equally di-
vided. 

The Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 

don’t intend to use but 1 minute be-
cause I spoke yesterday on this nomi-
nation, but I would urge my colleagues 
to support the nomination of Paul A. 
Engelmayer to be district judge. He is 
very well qualified, and I would encour-
age a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, yester-
day I made a statement about the need 
for the Senate to consider all 27 judi-
cial nominees reviewed by the Senate 
Judiciary Committee and now awaiting 
final action by the Senate. I was dis-
appointed that the votes on Paul 
Engelmayer to fill a judicial emer-
gency vacancy on the Southern Dis-
trict of New York and Ramona 
Manglona to fill a 10-year term on the 
District Court for the Commonwealth 
of the Northern Mariana Islands, which 
had already been stalled for 31⁄2 
months, were not considered yesterday. 
These are the kinds of qualified, con-
sensus judicial nominations that in 
past years would have been confirmed 
promptly. I hope and trust that at least 
they will be considered and confirmed 
today. 

After their confirmations, there will 
be 25 judicial nominations fully consid-
ered by the Judiciary Committee 
awaiting final action by the Senate. 
Twenty of them were unanimously re-
ported, without a single negative vote. 
Regrettably, the Senate has not re-
duced vacancies as dramatically as we 
did during the Bush administration. 
Federal judicial vacancies around the 
country still number too many, and 
they have persisted for far too long. 

By the August recess in the third 
year of the Bush administration, the 
Senate had confirmed 143 Federal cir-
cuit and district court judges. As we 
approach the August recess in the third 
year of the Obama administration, the 
comparable number after confirmation 
of Paul Engelmayer and Ramona 
Manglona today will be only 91. 

We have a long way to go to do as 
well as we did during President Bush’s 
first term, when we confirmed 205 of 
his judicial nominations. The Senate 
confirmed 100 of those judicial nomina-
tions during the 17 months I was chair-
man during President Bush’s first 2 
years in office. So far, as we near the 
end of President Obama’s 30th month 
in office, the Senate has only been al-
lowed to consider and confirm only 91 
of President Obama’s Federal circuit 
and district court nominees. Despite 
the needs of the Federal judiciary, the 
delays in confirmation of President 
Obama’s consensus judicial nominees 
continue to the detriment of the Amer-
ican people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I yield 
our time on this side. 
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Mr. GRASSLEY. I ask for the yeas 

and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There is a sufficient second. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the nomination of 
Paul A. Engelmayer, of New York, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Southern District of New York? 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
COONS). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 98, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 117 Ex.] 

YEAS—98 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Bingaman 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown (MA) 
Brown (OH) 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Conrad 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 

Franken 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Hutchison 
Inouye 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (WI) 
Kerry 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Lee 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lugar 
Manchin 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 

Mikulski 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (NE) 
Nelson (FL) 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Snowe 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Vitter 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Inhofe Rockefeller 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question now is, Will the Senate advise 
and consent to the nomination of Ra-
mona Villagomez Manglona, of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, to be Judge 
for the District Court for the Northern 
Mariana Islands? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motions to re-
consider are considered made and laid 
on the table, and the President shall be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
actions. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session. 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. today. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:46 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m., and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. WEBB). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that morning busi-
ness be extended, with Senators per-
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The junior Senator from Illinois. 

f 

NUCLEAR POWERPLANTS 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. President, this past 
Sunday a New York Times editorial en-
titled ‘‘In the Wake of Fukushima’’ 
noted: 

If nuclear power is to have a future in this 
country, Americans have to have confidence 
that regulators and the industry are learning 
the lessons of Fukushima and are taking all 
steps necessary to ensure safety. 

Following the events at the 
Fukushima Daiichi nuclear plant in 
March, it is clear that maintaining 
America’s confidence in the safety of 
our nuclear reactors is paramount. The 
disaster at Fukushima should not lead 
to a freeze of the nuclear industry; in-
stead, it should be an opportunity to 
upgrade the safety of our nuclear fleet. 
Both industry and the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission assure us that 
currently there is no immediate threat 
to the operation of our nuclear plants. 

Nuclear power is especially impor-
tant to my home State of Illinois, 
where nearly half of all electricity in 
the State is nuclear. With 11 of 104 op-
erating nuclear power plants and sta-
tions in our State, we have more reac-
tors than any other State in the Union. 

In the near term, it is my hope that 
nuclear regulators and the industry 
will take actions necessary to increase 
safety measures and integrate emer-
gency operating procedures. Further-
more, nuclear plants should swiftly im-
plement sensible measures to increase 
flood protections, enhance contain-
ment-venting capabilities, install re-
mote monitoring controls of spent fuel 
pool conditions, and upgrade the abil-

ity to cope and maintain operations by 
a single station sustained for initially 8 
hours and eventually up to 72 hours 
utilizing preplanned and prestaged re-
sources. 

Moving forward, one of our top prior-
ities should be enhancing flood protec-
tion at reactors. Obviously reactors, 
for their cooling, need to be near large 
bodies of water, subject to flood. 
Fukushima highlighted the need to 
take additional protections to guar-
antee that current backup pumps and 
generators are also protected against 
flood or other seismic events. A recent 
flooding on the Missouri River is a 
demonstration of the need for such en-
hancements. Although flood barriers 
and procedures have so far protected 
the Fort Calhoun nuclear powerplant 
in Nebraska, this is not the time to 
look away from making further efforts 
on protecting reactors from floods. 

One of the ringing lessons of the 
Fukushima disaster is the need for en-
hanced capabilities for nuclear opera-
tors to cope with prolonged power out-
ages. Every U.S. nuclear powerplant 
should be able to cope with a prolonged 
loss of power for at least 8 hours for an 
initial period and eventually 72 hours 
using only the resources onsite so that 
powerplant operators can utilize 
preplanned and prestaged equipment 
and muster other resources if nec-
essary. We should be prepared for si-
multaneous events for multiple reac-
tors onsite and should be able to main-
tain key power functions in the face of 
varying circumstances, including de-
bilitated infrastructure, lack of com-
munication, and especially the loss of 
onsite power. 

It is clear that operators’ ability to 
cope with the prolonged loss of power 
was critical at Fukushima. We know 
that the tsunami hit the Fukushima 
Daiichi powerplant and wiped out all 
alternating power and backup power 
necessary to provide resources to the 
cooling pumps. This eventually caused 
overheating in both reactor vessels and 
cooling ponds. The ability to perform 
these critical functions and to monitor 
them—providing power to fans and 
pumps and to remotely open and close 
vents and valves—the inability of the 
Japanese to perform these functions 
caused them to lose control of key 
areas or to maintain cooling to critical 
spent fuel ponds and reactor vessels. 

The Japanese also were unable to re-
motely monitor conditions, especially 
in their spent fuel pools, and struggled 
continuously to pump enough water 
into the reactors. Operators need to 
have proper instrumentation at far, re-
mote locations so they can continue to 
understand what is happening in reac-
tors and cooling ponds if an event oc-
curs. 

Furthermore, we need to install prop-
er venting upgrades on all reactors 
with the Mark II containment design. 
This is an important step in preventing 
any kind of overpressurization and in 
reducing the risk of operations that we 
saw so clearly at Fukushima. 
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In the United States, there are 23 re-

actors with the Mark I containment 
design. We have known since 1989 that 
there are flaws with the pressure con-
tainment system of the Mark I boiler 
reactor. As a precaution, industry up-
graded the Mark I containments with 
the hardened vent to deal with the ex-
cessive pressure in the containment. 

According to the NRC task force’s 90- 
day report, which examined the safety 
of U.S. nuclear powerplants, the hard-
ened vents are not universally installed 
on the Mark II containments in the 
United States. The task force noted 
further that because the Mark II 
containments are only 25 percent larg-
er than the volume of the Mark I, it is 
conceivable that the Mark II 
containments, under a similar situa-
tion, would suffer the same con-
sequences as Nos. 1 through 4 at 
Fukushima. We should install hardened 
vents on all Mark II containment reac-
tors and not allow any more time to 
pass before making deliberate improve-
ments to address these safety concerns. 

As we press forward with nuclear 
power generation, I believe the NRC 
should also update our emergency plan-
ning zones. This is the evacuation zone 
that is preplanned around every nu-
clear powerplant. It seems prudent 
now, in the light of the experience of 
Fukushima, that we should expand the 
emergency planning zone to the Japa-
nese radius of 20 kilometers or 12.5 
miles around each nuclear reactor. 
These EPZs should be updated with the 
latest 2010 census data of the number of 
Americans residing around these reac-
tors, and the NRC should require 
enough radiation dose medication to 
handle at least two full EPZ evacu-
ations if necessary. 

We also know that the spent fuel 
pools posed a serious threat to the safe-
ty of the site. Throughout the crises, 
Fukushima crews struggled to main-
tain water levels at the spent fuel pools 
to prevent an escape of uncontained ra-
diation into the environment. For 
those of us who know a little bit about 
reactors, this was a surprise because 
normally we are totally focused on 
what is happening inside the reactor, 
but at Fukushima, as much attention 
had to be paid on overheating in the 
spent fuel ponds. 

This warning should serve as the be-
ginning of an effort for us to relook at 
the issue of spent fuel in the United 
States, especially spent fuel which is 
stored near our drinking water sources. 
We all know 96 percent of all the fresh 
water in the United States is in the 
Great Lakes, and I am concerned that 
we store approximately 1,000 tons of 
highly radioactive spent nuclear fuel 
just 200 yards from the Lake Michigan 
shoreline at the now defunct Zion nu-
clear reactor. Any proposal to stop the 
permanent disposal of nuclear waste in 
Nevada is a proposal to continue stor-
ing highly radioactive nuclear fuel 
right next to America’s source of 96 
percent of its fresh water. 

I believe we should now continue to 
reinvigorate the process of building the 

Yucca Mountain facility. Any proposal 
to not build Yucca is a proposal to pose 
a clear-and-present, long-term danger 
to the environmental future of the 
Great Lakes. 

The bottom line is we should not let 
the lessons learned from the 
Fukushima disaster become a forgot-
ten story, and that the NRC task force 
and its 90-day report issued after the 
Fukushima disaster is a serious docu-
ment that now should lead not just to 
further studies and consultant reports 
but comprehensive action, such as 
hardened vents, such as making sure 
we have remote monitoring of spent 
fuel ponds, and that all reactors be able 
to operate first 8 and then 72 hours 
without outside power, and that we 
take the other measures to upgrade our 
measure, such as expanding the EPZs. 

Tomorrow I will be testifying before 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
and as the junior Senator of the State 
of Illinois, the most nuclear State in 
America, I will carry a strong message: 
Nuclear power has a strong future in 
the United States but one that should 
be going forward in light of the lessons 
of Fukushima. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 
f 

DEBT LIMIT AND TAX INCREASES 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, last night 
we heard from President Obama in a 
prime-time address from the East 
Room of the White House. The topic 
was raising the Federal debt limit. Ac-
cording to Treasury Secretary 
Geithner, the Federal Government may 
breach the statutory debt limit as 
early as August 2, 2011. That is 1 week 
from today. 

Remarkably, the President, in yet 
another prime-time address, again hec-
tored the American people about the 
need for politically charged tax hikes 
as a cure-all for our deficit and debt 
problems. 

We have to hand it to the President; 
he is a true believer. For the President, 
there seems to be no problem in Wash-
ington that can’t be fixed with tax in-
creases. Even his own party has moved 
beyond him on this. To be certain, 
Democrats have not become the party 
of tax relief. For example, the plan of-
fered by the majority leader does not 
address the 10-year tax increase of $3.5 
trillion that is said to kick in on Janu-
ary 1, 2013. But last night on CNN, one 
reporter got it about right. This is how 
she put it: ‘‘Nobody is talking about 
tax increases except Barack Obama.’’ 

For weeks the President and his sur-
rogates on and off Capitol Hill have 
been talking about tax increases as the 
solution to our debt crisis, but the 
President was on his own last night. It 
was a speech very much divorced from 
the reality of our situation. 

Republicans are insistent that the so-
lution to a spending crisis is not giving 
government more money to spend, and 
here is the dirty secret: Many members 

of the President’s own party are not 
keen on tax increases either. They 
know the President’s politically driven 
tax increases, in the context of tril-
lions in deficits and debt, will do little 
to restore the Nation’s fiscal footing. 
They know more significant tax in-
creases will hit the middle class and 
small business job creators very hard. 
But even as his troops have left him, 
President Obama soldiers on, leading 
the fight for higher taxes and spreading 
the wealth around. 

The President talked last night 
about the need for a balanced ap-
proach. Here is what he means by that: 
To balance the budget his way, we will 
have to raise taxes by roughly $2 tril-
lion. So what does he think of the plan 
of the Senate’s distinguished majority 
leader? After all, the majority leader 
has put forth a plan that does not con-
tain tax increases—or at least that is 
the claim. Presumably, the President 
would, therefore, oppose the majority 
leader’s plan as unbalanced. But that 
would assume the President is not 
playing politics with this debate. That 
would assume he is more concerned 
with solving our Nation’s debt crisis 
than appealing to his base, getting his 
approval ratings up, and positioning 
himself for reelection. 

Somehow, in spite of his absolute in-
sistence on the need for tax increases 
and a balanced solution to the debt 
limit debate, the President supports 
the majority leader’s proposal. 

The President likes to present him-
self as the only reasonable man in 
Washington. But as he proved again 
with his latest politically driven incon-
sistency, he is as partisan as they 
come. To the disappointment of his 
campaign advisers, it is clear the 
American people are demanding a lead-
er who will be straight with them rath-
er than focus on election year posi-
tioning. 

If the President and his party came 
clean with the American people, this is 
what they would acknowledge: Non-
defense discretionary spending is at 
historic highs. The Nation’s biggest 
spending programs are completely out 
of control and set for bankruptcy. Over 
the next 10 years, the President’s budg-
et would drive this country into debt 
by an additional $13 trillion. Most im-
portantly, they would acknowledge 
that the Nation’s problem is prin-
cipally too much spending, not too lit-
tle taxes. 

I don’t envy my friends on the other 
side of the aisle. They are in a tough 
place. On the one hand, the liberal base 
refuses any structural reforms to the 
spending programs that are driving the 
country’s debt to the brink. On the 
other hand, absent these structural re-
forms the middle class and job creators 
will have to be hit with historic tax in-
creases. Obviously, they cannot be 
open about this second point or they 
risk the ire of American voters. 

Those who represent San Francisco 
and the upper west side might be able 
to go home and sell these tax increases, 
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but for Democrats responsible to entire 
States, not just small liberal enclaves, 
such tax increases are a much tougher 
pitch. 

So what is a Democrat to do? Demo-
crats can’t propose meaningful spend-
ing reductions, but they can’t support 
job-killing tax increases. So this is 
what they will do. They choose to ig-
nore the real problem. They offer no 
plan. They refuse to present a budget— 
they actually refused to present a 
budget for more than 800 days. They 
dodge and weave. One minute the 
President is for real reforms to Medi-
care. The next minute he is accusing 
Republicans of trying to destroy Medi-
care for recommending reforms, and 
they hope their friends in the media ig-
nore the failure to offer a real solution. 

As we can see from this chart, the 
problem is spending, and we need a so-
lution commensurate with that prob-
lem. As we can see, spending is the red 
line; taxes happen to be the blue line. 
Spending as a percentage of GDP is 
much higher than the historical aver-
age. The average level of spending has 
been around 18 percent since World War 
II. Since President Obama took office 
in 2008, spending has surged to over— 
actually 25 percent at one point of our 
economy—way above the 18 to 20 per-
cent norm. Tax receipts have dipped, 
but they are expected to come back. 
CBO estimates, however, that spending 
is currently set to stay at around 24 
percent. 

As we can see, spending is the red 
line that goes off the charts during 
2009, 2010, and on into 2020. Taxes have 
always been right where they are. They 
went pretty high, came down, and now 
they are back up. As we can see from 
the chart, President Obama’s 2012 
budget does not help one bit in reduc-
ing this level of spending. The Presi-
dent’s budget is not balanced by any 
means. 

Again, the problem for the President 
is this: Even while he was explaining to 
Joe the Plumber the moral and civic 
imperative of spreading the wealth 
around, he was promising not to raise 
taxes on individuals making less than 
$200,000 or families making less than 
$250,000. But if he is going to balance 
the budget by attempting to pay for 
current levels of discretionary spend-
ing that Lyndon Johnson only dreamed 
of and spending programs that are per-
manently in the red, he is going to 
have to hit the middle class hard. He is 
going to have to break his promise— 
not exactly a political win. 

Even as he talked about moving the 
Democratic Party to the left and aban-
doning the comparative moderation of 
the Clinton administration, he remem-
bers well the fate of Walter Mondale. 
When accepting his party’s nomination 
for President in San Francisco in 1984, 
Walter Mondale promised Americans 
that he was going to raise their taxes. 
President Reagan went on to win in a 
49-State landslide. President Obama is 
not going to suffer the same fate as 
Walter Mondale, so he avoids discus-

sion of the tax increases on the middle 
class that he really believes in. In-
stead, in this debate he is focused on a 
number of politically opportunistic red 
herrings that will have minimal im-
pact on the Nation’s debt crisis. 

The purpose of these red herrings is 
to distract Americans from the real 
driver of our deficits and debt and the 
real choices Democrats have to, but are 
refusing to, make. Let’s just look at a 
few of these examples. 

The President has been talking inces-
santly about the need to tax corporate 
jets. Well, if we were to raise the appre-
ciable rate on corporate jets from 5 
years to 7 years as the Democrats pro-
pose, it would yield, at least according 
to the economists, $3.1 billion—that is 
with a ‘‘b’’—over 10 years. 

Just to be clear, as we are discussing 
these paltry numbers—numbers which 
the President would have us believe are 
key to restoring the markets’ con-
fidence in the American economy and 
our ability to manage our debt—the 
United States will run a budget deficit 
this year of $1.5 trillion. Our national 
debt is $14.3 trillion. The President’s 
budget assumes an additional $13 tril-
lion in debt on top of that, and the 
President is talking about the tax 
treatment of corporate jets which, if he 
got his way, would raise $3.1 billion 
over 10 years. 

This is about as effective as one of 
my fellow Utahans standing in his 
driveway in Little Cottonwood Canyon 
during a blizzard and flicking a snow-
flake off his shoulder and claiming he 
was finished shoveling for the day. 

To hear the President talk, one 
would think this proposal is absolutely 
critical to balancing our budget. To 
put it in perspective, over the next 10 
years of debt this Nation is set to take 
on it would equate to roughly 20 hours 
and 23 minutes of debt reduction. 

Let’s not forget about the essential 
matter of cutting back the mortgage 
interest deduction for yachts used as 
second homes. Again, the President 
acts as if this is one of a handful of 
policies that will restore America’s 
prosperity. But if Congress enacted 
this change, we would cover the 10 
years of debt from the Obama budget 
for all of 15 hours and 47 minutes. 

Of course, the Democratic talking 
points would not be complete without 
an attack on the oil companies. The 
President has talked about making 
American oil companies pay their fair 
share by reducing or eliminating do-
mestic energy incentives. This proposal 
would raise $21 billion in revenue. That 
would cover a whopping 5 days, 18 
hours, and 47 minutes of debt that the 
President is prepared to take on over 
the next 10 years. 

Then there are the rich. Tax the rich. 
Make them pay their fair share. This 
class warfare might be appropriate in 
Europe and countries with a feudal his-
tory, but in the United States, a nation 
conceived in liberty and the propo-
sition that all men are created equal, 
families and entrepreneurs just don’t 

buy it—and for good reason. Taxing the 
rich hits job creators and undermines 
economic growth. But as deficit reduc-
tion policy, it falls short as well. 

In the name of bipartisanship, I am 
going to use data from the Tax Policy 
Center, or TPC, to demonstrate my 
point. According to TPC models and es-
timates for 2011, American households 
earning more than $1 million account 
for 12 percent of the Nation’s pretax in-
come and pay 19 percent of Federal 
taxes and carry an average tax rate of 
29 percent. Even more critical from my 
perspective, these taxpayers also ac-
count for 38 percent of all flow-through 
income. Flow-through income is pre-
dominantly earnings from ownership of 
small businesses. 

So raising rates on the rich will hit 
squarely on those who create and ex-
pand the small businesses that need to 
be the engine for our economic recov-
ery. But let’s be clear about something. 
Higher taxes on these wealthy individ-
uals will not only have adverse eco-
nomic consequences, it will not even 
provide the deficit and debt reduction 
suggested by the left. 

Even if all of the income of those 
earning more than $1 million a year 
were confiscated with a 100-percent 
rate—with the unlikely assumption of 
no taxpayer behavioral response—for 
the year of confiscation, these higher 
taxes would yield about $893 billion. 
My gosh, our deficit this year is $1.5 
trillion—just in 1 year. The most we 
would get is $893 billion, and that is if 
we are lucky. 

This is a one-shot opportunity. If we 
confiscated this wealth, those individ-
uals would no longer work, save, create 
more wealth, and generate more tax 
revenue. And confiscating all the in-
come from those earning over $1 mil-
lion does not even fix 1 year—not even 
1 year—of the 10 years of projected 
Obama debt. It would cover 244 days, 16 
hours, and 34 minutes. 

All the demagoguery on jets and 
yachts and oil companies yields about 1 
week of deficit reduction from the 
President’s 10-year debt. 

Even throwing in a one-time confis-
cation of all the income for taxpayers 
above $1 million, we can only add 244 
days. Add it all up, and what the Presi-
dent is proposing amounts to less than 
one-tenth of deficit reduction from the 
debt President Obama will add over the 
next 10 years. 

Last night, the President tossed 
some more class warfare into the mix. 
He mentioned taxing hedge fund man-
agers. Here is how he put it: 

How can we ask a student to pay more for 
college before we ask hedge fund managers 
to stop paying taxes at a lower rate than 
their secretaries? 

The proposal he is talking about 
would tax carried interest as ordinary 
income. The Joint Tax Committee has 
provided an estimate on this, and over 
10 years this change in the Tax Code 
would generate another $21.4 billion. 
That is about as much as the oil com-
pany tax Obama is proposing of $21.1 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 23:32 Jul 26, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G26JY6.021 S26JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S4897 July 26, 2011 
billion. This would cover approxi-
mately 5 days and 21 hours of the 
President’s 10-year debt. 

This morning, someone on television 
was bemoaning the fact that Demo-
crats are not going to the mat for tax 
increases the way the President has. 
He suggested the congressional Demo-
crats do not have the courage to sup-
port tax increases. 

With all due respect, the person lack-
ing in courage is the current occupant 
of the Oval Office. The President had 
an opportunity this summer. Was he 
going to lead on the debt crisis or 
would it be more of the same—red her-
rings piled on top of straw men in an 
effort to distract the American people 
from his own complicity in this debt 
crisis. 

Yet the President chose not to own 
up to the American people. The quar-
terback punted. He offered no solu-
tions. Concerns about reelection were 
of greater priority than the imminent 
downgrading of the Nation’s credit rat-
ing—a downgrade that will work as a 
tax increase on homeowners, students, 
and the Treasury itself, which is re-
sponsible for servicing the $14.3 trillion 
in existing debt. 

Unable to propose tax increases on 
the middle class and unable to reform 
entitlements due to liberal dead- 
enders, he chose to offer platitudes and 
class warfare that might play well with 
some constituencies but do nothing to 
address the fundamental problem this 
Nation faces. 

This country cannot avoid the 
choices that are coming. We have to 
get our spending under control. That is 
why I supported cut, cap, and balance. 
That is why I think S.J. Res. 10—the 
balanced budget amendment I intro-
duced along with my colleague and 
friend from Utah, Senator LEE, and all 
47 Senate Republicans—is absolutely 
essential. It would fix this problem 
once and for all. 

But the President opposes it. He 
talks a lot about empowering people. 
Well, the Founders of this country em-
powered the American people to make 
changes to the Constitution. The Con-
stitution provides for that. Why not 
give them the opportunity to pass this 
amendment? Remember, if the Demo-
crats do not like it, all they have to do 
is get 13 States to disagree. We have to 
get 38 States to ratify. Why not let the 
people decide this? Why are they so 
afraid to let the people decide this? 

Let me offer an answer. Because 
Democrats are terrified the American 
people would ratify it and their big 
spending practices would go the way of 
dinosaurs. The American people are 
sick and tired of spending. Mothers and 
fathers understand that the Federal 
Government is going to bankrupt their 
children and leave them an America 
that is less free and less prosperous. 

The American people are frustrated. 
They might not have the data at their 
fingertips, but they understand what I 
just laid out quite well. We are not 
going to solve our problems by raising 

taxes. Increasingly, the President is an 
island in his call for more tax in-
creases. Republicans do not support 
him. Independents do not support him. 
Now even Democrats do not support 
him. 

It is time to move on. We need to 
rein in our debt, and we need to act 
boldly in doing so. So far, the Presi-
dent has failed to lead on this issue, 
choosing instead politically convenient 
talking points. But I would remind my 
dear friend in the White House, it is 
never too late to mend this problem. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

FRANKEN). The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, what is 
the parliamentary situation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is in a period of morning business 
in which Senators may speak for 10 
minutes. 

f 

THE DEBT CRISIS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I will be 
brief. I have been asked by a number of 
people how I feel about the efforts 
made to get the United States out of 
the quandary in which it now finds 
itself over the debt limit. Let me be 
very clear. I applaud President Obama 
and Majority Leader REID for real lead-
ership and persistence over many 
months in trying to find a bipartisan 
solution to the debt crisis. 

Senator REID has put forward a solu-
tion that would end the current crisis 
and reduce our unsustainable national 
debt. This is a solution that has the po-
tential to draw support from law-
makers from both parties who are will-
ing to put common sense and the na-
tional interests above partisanship and 
ideology, those who would say rather 
than party first let’s go country first 
now we have a framework for a solu-
tion. 

By repeatedly walking away from the 
table and insisting on their way or no 
way, those who are holding the Amer-
ican people and our economy hostage 
are playing ideological games with se-
rious consequences for everyone else. 
Through their tactics they threaten 
great risk to the well-being of ordinary 
Americans. The longer this goes on, 
the greater the danger of lasting dam-
age below the waterline of our democ-
racy. Right now Leader REID’s $2.7 tril-
lion debt reduction package is the best 
chance—really is the best chance this 
country has—to avoid a default and a 
credit rating downgrade that would 
damage our fragile economy. It would 
also impose a credit tax hike on every 
American family. If we downgrade our 
credit rating, we are going to be send-
ing hundreds of billions of dollars in in-
terest to other countries, money they 

can spend on medical research, on 
schools, on transportation, and alter-
native energy. They can spend it in 
their country—we will be paying the 
bills—and all because the Congress did 
not come together on a solution on this 
issue. 

Most people looking at this wonder 
why have we not moved. Senator REID 
has a plan that can move. It says we 
will spend this money—the money we 
have—not shipping it overseas to other 
countries but spend it on the needs of 
our own country. The plan consolidates 
terms agreed to in the ongoing negotia-
tions. It proposes a solution that ends 
the current crisis. It accomplishes 
wide-ranging savings, and has enough 
bipartisan support to pass. 

It would end the roller coaster of un-
predictability that shackles our econ-
omy by instead offering financial sta-
bility through 2012. Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid beneficiaries 
will be spared a loss of benefits. The 
American people will begin to recog-
nize these savings from withdrawing 
from Iraq and Afghanistan. Essential 
education, job creation, housing, and 
environmental investments for Amer-
ica’s economic recovery and for a 
strong economic future would be pro-
tected from the slashing cuts proposed 
by House Republicans. 

The irony is Republican leaders pre-
viously had backed all of the spending 
reductions called for in Leader REID’s 
plan. I do not agree—I suspect all of us 
do not agree—with all aspects of this 
proposed solution. But we are not 
going to have 100 solutions on this 
floor, we are going to have 1 we can 
vote on. I wish this would have in-
cluded new revenue, especially by end-
ing such costly and outdated tax bene-
fits as those still enjoyed by the big-
gest oil companies to help us pay off 
our debt even more quickly. 

I want to help pay for the debt in-
curred by the inexcusable earlier deci-
sions to enter two wars without paying 
for them. I continue to believe that a 
surcharge for the wealthiest would 
mean they would pay more of their fair 
share after so many years of tax cuts 
that tilted far more toward the 
wealthiest of Americans rather than to 
the middle class. 

I find it interesting when I hear lec-
tures from those who voted for an un-
necessary war in Iraq—Iraq, a country 
that had nothing whatsoever to do with 
9/11, a country that before we invaded 
it had no al-Qaida but has plenty now— 
say we will vote for this war, and for 
the first time in our history we will 
not pay for it, we will borrow the 
money. We will cut taxes. And to pay 
for it we will borrow the money. Look 
where we are now. We will eventually 
owe $3.5 trillion for that war. 

You know, it is far easier—and I say 
this to everybody like myself—they 
may see every single thing they want 
here—it is far easier to walk away from 
the negotiating table than to make the 
hard choices needed on behalf of the 
American people. We need serious 
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statesmanship on both sides for this to 
work, both sides to get a solution, and 
both sides to do it before it is too late. 

The economic health of our country, 
the jobs of thousands of hard-working 
Americans, should not be mired in poli-
tics. It is well past the time—and I re-
alize there is a House faction that is 
driving much of the decisions there. It 
is well past time for that faction in the 
House of Representatives to put poli-
tics aside and accept a long-term def-
icit reduction plan that does not force 
America’s most vulnerable to shoulder 
the burden. 

Just as many Vermont families are 
forced to make difficult financial deci-
sions, Congress has to be open to con-
sidering all available options. We do 
this in my State of Vermont without 
gimmicks. We do not have any con-
stitutional amendment on balanced 
budgets or anything such as that. We 
just balance the budget. 

In that regard, I recall a Member who 
said: Let’s have a constitutional 
amendment to balance the budget, 
knowing it would be years from now. 
But we actually had a balanced budget 
during the Clinton-Gore administra-
tion. Not a single Republican voted for 
it. Democrats voted for it, and we bal-
anced the budget. We created a surplus. 
We started paying down the national 
debt, and created 24 million new jobs. 
Let’s go back to those days. Forget the 
sloganeering. Forget the bumper stick-
er solutions. If things were that easy, 
it would have been done long before 
now. Start going back to doing what 
we are elected to do, what we are paid 
to do, and also what we are expected to 
do. Seek a solution, not a gimmick; not 
a deal, a solution that benefits all 
Americans. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

BUDGET COMPROMISE 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
don’t need to tell anybody in this 
Chamber that our Nation is at a cross-
roads. We are at a crossroads. We have 
said for many months that we would be 
at this point, and now we are here. For 
months, we have said we will need to 
make tough choices and difficult deci-
sions, and now we are at that very 
point when we need to make those 
tough choices and difficult decisions to 
rein in the debt and the deficit, and to 
put our fiscal house in order, even as 
we raise the debt ceiling. 

This decision is difficult, tough, and 
excruciating for us. But it is hardly dif-
ferent than what American families are 
doing all around this country, and in 
Connecticut, because I have seen them 
and I have heard from them. So have 

you in this Chamber—families who are 
struggling to make ends meet, to stay 
in their homes, to keep their families 
together, to make those cuts in their 
spending, which we are now required to 
do in this Chamber for the Nation. 

It is a historic responsibility. We 
cannot keep kicking the can down the 
road. That is the analogy that has been 
drawn countless times in this Chamber, 
around the country, and by the Presi-
dent of the United States himself. The 
point is that the time for action is 
now—not delay or indecision, but real 
action that achieves a credible solu-
tion, which will demand compromise. 

Compromise is the essence of the 
American Republic. It is the way our 
Nation was founded—through com-
promise, people coming together, 
bringing differences to the table and 
resolving them. Families in Con-
necticut and all across the country are 
making these kinds of choices every 
day when they buy a car, a house, de-
cide to go to school, and even marriage 
requires compromise. Compromise is 
the essence of the American Republic 
and the way we do business in this 
Chamber, in this city, in State capitals 
around the country, and in places of 
business and all places where momen-
tous decisions are made. 

The American people expect nothing 
less of us than they do of themselves. 
There is no avoiding these tough 
choices and compromises now that will 
help us get our debt and deficit under 
control in a meaningful way. 

The markets and the Nation need a 
real plan, not a short-term or stopgap 
effort. We must demonstrate that we 
are committed to finding a real solu-
tion. A short-term plan would not pro-
vide the kind of certainty and reli-
ability the markets are desperately 
seeking at this point. A short-term or 
stopgap solution risks many of the 
same dire economic consequences that 
would be triggered by a default itself. 

A financial Armageddon now, a cata-
strophic failure to raise the debt ceil-
ing now, is exactly the same risk 6 
months from now if we attempt to ad-
dress our present issues through a 
short-term, stopgap measure. That fi-
nancial Armageddon will affect every 
American family, every American 
small business, every American work-
er, and every job seeker. It is about 
jobs and economic recovery, because a 
failure to raise the debt ceiling will in-
crease the cost of borrowing for every 
homeowner, every car buyer, every 
small business, and every person who 
has a credit card or otherwise seeks 
capital or credit in the market. By 
raising the cost of borrowing, it will 
simply crush our fragile economic re-
covery. It will be a job killer for this 
Nation. It is time now for compromise 
that will avoid those dire consequences 
for the American people. 

The Reid proposal is a compromise in 
the best sense of the term. It is a solu-
tion that meets all the criteria our Re-
publican friends have been insisting on 
for weeks. It does not include revenue 

increases. It includes enough spending 
cuts to meet the amount of debt ceiling 
increase, dollar for dollar. It includes 
spending cuts that have been approved 
by many Republicans. Many of those 
spending cuts have been voted for. 

Most important, from my standpoint, 
and from the standpoint of many col-
leagues on this side of the aisle, it does 
not make spending cuts on the backs of 
our seniors and our most vulnerable 
citizens. It avoids spending cuts to 
Medicare and Social Security that 
would imperil or diminish the benefits 
of those programs. 

Let me tell you about this com-
promise, the Reid proposal. It is not 
transformational. It is not a grand bar-
gain. It is incremental. It achieves 
progress step by step by step—the way 
progress has been made in this great 
Nation from its founding—step by step 
by step. It represents, as perhaps one of 
the columnists might have described 
it—in fact, this morning in the New 
York Times, David Brooks said there 
has been an outbreak of sanity. This 
proposal represents an outbreak of san-
ity in roiled waters of emotionalism, 
personality conflicts, political acri-
mony. 

I hope my Republican colleagues will 
join us in seeking and ensuring sta-
bility for the markets and our fragile 
economic recovery, focusing on what 
concerns the American people now, and 
should, which is job growth. It is about 
jobs. We should get on with that his-
toric path of creating jobs and enabling 
small businesses to borrow at rates 
they can afford, without hiking those 
interest rates as a result of a financial 
crisis that is truly avoidable. Failure 
would be the result of our own doing 
and our own failure in this Chamber. 

We need to keep our economy moving 
in the right direction. I am hopeful, 
even confident, that we can come to-
gether with good will on both sides to 
overcome our differences and achieve 
that compromise that the Reid pro-
posal represents. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, so ordered. 

The Senator from Kansas. 
f 

BUDGET CRISIS 

Mr. ROBERTS. I thank the Presi-
dent. In making these remarks, I wish 
to emphasize that I am not trying to be 
presumptuous or disrespectful in any 
way to the Office of the Presidency or 
to the President personally. I wish to 
make that very clear. It is just that I 
am trying to think of an allegory to 
try to get my point across, and it 
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seemed to me this might be the way to 
do it. 

We have our national unemployment 
rate at its highest level all year. We 
have the debt ceiling rapidly approach-
ing the crisis everybody is talking 
about, and one would think we could do 
everything we could to support those 
industries very critical for job creation 
and economic development. There is 
one industry I am referring to in par-
ticular; that is, general aviation, and I 
was trying to think, how could I get 
my point across. 

Since we had Speaker BOEHNER, 
Leader MCCONNELL, and the distin-
guished majority leader Senator REID 
conducting the very best they can to 
get a solution, perhaps the President, 
although his time is very valuable, 
could talk to somebody such as me, a 
ranking member of a committee, very 
worried about what is happening with 
our country, very worried about what 
we can do to get this debt ceiling fixed 
and we can get a long-term solution 
with regard to our entitlement pro-
grams. Perhaps he could actually in-
vite me down maybe later—a lot later, 
certainly no cameras—in regard to a 
little basketball game of horse because 
everybody knows the President is a 
very good basketball player, as a mat-
ter of fact an extremely good basket-
ball player. I am not going to make 
that claim, but there was a day on 
blind-side picks and a few other things 
I could do. 

But I would emphasize to the Presi-
dent, bouncing the ball to him just on 
a bounce pass, and say: Your ball, Mr. 
President. The ball is in your court. I 
would like to emphasize, while we are 
playing, that basically he shouldn’t be 
more concerned with increasing the 
debt ceiling past the 2012 elections 
than working on a long-term solution 
for solving the crisis. That would just 
be a suggestion. He would probably go 
to the left corner and sink a three 
about that time. I would want to em-
phasize to the President that he is sin-
gling out and he seems to be fixated on 
one specific industry that affects me 
and other specific industries as well, 
and I don’t know how we pick and 
choose who should pay more taxes, who 
should pay more in terms of sacrifice, 
in terms of picking and choosing indus-
tries. 

But at any rate, I would tell the 
President when I had the ball—I would 
probably be dribbling a lot or trying to, 
if he wasn’t playing tough defense—and 
I would say: Mr. President, since nego-
tiations started last month on raising 
the debt limit, you have, on multiple 
occasions over and over again, singled 
out the general aviation industry as an 
example of big business that serves 
only the wealthy and should contribute 
more to lowering the deficit. The only 
problem with this claim is it is not 
real, it is not factual, it is not correct. 
Consequently, I don’t know whether it 
is in his head or maybe the writers who 
write that valuable information for 
him that general aviation only serves 

millionaires and billionaires. Then, 
after I shot and missed it, I would say: 
Your ball again, Mr. President. I would 
say as he was trying to drive around 
me, rather successfully: The truth is, 
these aircraft actually serve as an es-
sential business tool for a multitude of 
businesses of all shapes, all sizes, farm-
ers, ranchers, manufacturers, business 
men and women, to access multiple of-
fices and facilities that are spread 
across this great Nation. These folks 
are not fat cats. I would like the Presi-
dent to understand that managers and 
sales teams and technical experts, 
those are the people we are talking 
about who are in that corporate air-
craft to be sure, but it is general avia-
tion that serves the general public’s 
welfare. They are often required to 
visit numerous offices in a short 
amount of time in regions of the 
United States that aren’t served by 
large airports. 

By that time, the President has 
scored a couple layups and two more 
jump shots and I have yet to hit a shot. 
But I will persevere. I would say to him 
as we were playing there on the court: 
Mr. President, in fact, 90 percent of our 
country’s airports aren’t even acces-
sible by commercial aircraft—cer-
tainly, the Presiding Officer knows 
that—and I think they represent just 
those plain folks you have been talking 
about, just the folks who are in the 
middle, just the folks who are having a 
tough time, just the folks who have 
been laid off. 

Then we have a paradox of enormous 
irony where, in the stimulus bill, there 
was a tax incentive for general avia-
tion that helped some of those folks 
get those jobs back and it is that which 
you are attacking, which is your own 
suggestion or at least that of the ma-
jority in the Senate. 

General aviation employs 1.2 million 
workers and annually contributes $150 
billion to the U.S. economy. That is a 
mouthful. By that time, the President 
has probably stolen the ball and scored 
another layup. Playing horse, we have 
five. I would probably ask him to play 
10 or spot me 10. 

Just last year, I would point out to 
the President, general aviation deliv-
ered 1,334 aircraft valued at over $7.9 
billion, over half attributed to exports, 
and that is what the President wants 
to achieve in his trade policy. I would 
tell him: Sir, your goal is doubling U.S. 
exports over the next 5 years. You 
don’t do it by calling general aviation 
fat cats and singling out that industry 
for political blame. 

Let’s talk about tough times and 
tough going. Similar to every other 
business sector, general aviation has 
struggled during the recession. At that 
particular time, I would claim the 
President fouled me with a sharp elbow 
and I would take a free shot and I 
would say: Wait a minute. Unfortu-
nately, this has resulted in layoffs 
among many high-skilled, high-paying 
jobs in this industry, and that is a two- 
shot foul, by the way, so I have a little 

time. I would say: To help offset these 
job losses and incentivize the purchase 
of these aircraft, Democratic Members 
included a provision in the infamous 
stimulus bill to accelerate the depre-
ciation schedules for a wide range of 
capital investments. 

In Kansas, for Cessna Aircraft, accel-
erated depreciation was a key factor 
for Cessna and its suppliers being able 
to retain 1,000 jobs. Jobs held by folks 
whom I would tell the President are 
not fat cats. Again, they are just folks. 
They are doing the job to produce a 
product in the United States that we 
are very proud of, and we certainly 
don’t want them to go to Mexico or to 
go to Canada. Some have already left. 

So it came as a pretty big shock that 
you, Mr. President—and I am still on 
my second shot on the free shot. He is 
now asking me to quit talking and 
start shooting. But I would say: It 
comes as a pretty big shock to those 
workers that yourself and the Demo-
cratic Members in both Chambers 
would direct an attack on this indus-
try. 

This is true. I don’t know how many 
Members of the Senate—not too many 
but, my word, I don’t know how many 
Members of the House have heard 
that—corporate jet. Corporate jet. It 
has a ring to it, I guess. But at any 
rate, why would you repeal a tax provi-
sion that has contributed to job cre-
ation at a time of severe economic 
downturn; in fact, the one you actually 
suggested. 

But there is more. There is more, Mr. 
President. Your ball. On top of this, 
budget negotiators are considering im-
plementing user fees on general avia-
tion as a way to generate revenue. We 
have been down that road. Let me be 
very clear. If user fees on general avia-
tion are implemented, we could very 
well see the beginning of the end of 
this very critical industry. 

With all that is going on—and I hate 
to remind you of this. By the way, I 
just scored a hook shot, Mr. President. 
It wasn’t very pretty, but it rolled in. 
So it is about eight to one, something 
like that. At any rate, I am coming 
back. 

When you mention corporate jets six 
times in two paragraphs in one speech 
and that is repeated on the various 
pundit shows on TV over and over 
again as a fat cat industry, that is 
most unfortunate. 

I think we need to get serious about 
spending. I have thought so for some 
time, and I think every Member here 
does as well. We have our different 
ideas on how to do it. But I also believe 
it makes sense to consider those provi-
sions that would actually have a meas-
urable impact on reducing our more 
than $14 trillion national debt. 

I would ask as I bounce the ball back 
to the President and he heads for that 
left-hand shot in the corner again and 
I am hustling to try to keep up, I 
would ask: Do you have any idea, if you 
just taxed all general aviation, what 
that would amount to? Just changing 
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these schedules, these depreciation 
schedules for corporate jets; i.e., gen-
eral aviation only contributes $3 bil-
lion over 10 years. We borrow around 
$40 billion every 10 days. Repealing this 
tax provision would close our national 
budget deficit for 1 hour—1 hour—1 
hour in terms of a measurable effect. 
Yet we still pick on general aviation, 
calling them all fat cats. 

Sadly, this isn’t the first time we 
have seen this happen; that the Con-
gress of the United States, a different 
President has singled out general avia-
tion. In the 1990 budget deal, the ma-
jority created a new luxury excise tax 
that applied to boats and aircraft. The 
tax was repealed in 1993. Because, as 
the Democratic-controlled Senate Fi-
nance Committee report explained, 
during the recent recession the boat 
and aircraft industries have suffered 
job losses, increased unemployment. I 
guess those are plain folks, they qual-
ify, not fat cats. It said: 

The committee believes it is appropriate to 
eliminate the burden these taxes impose in 
the interests of fostering economic recovery 
in those and related industries. 

That is a lot of words, especially 
when you are out playing horse in 
weather that is pretty hot. Today— 
maybe it is better today so maybe it 
would be a better deal. I couldn’t agree 
more with that. We have been down 
this road before. I think it is unfortu-
nate. 

Last, before I watch him make his 
last shot and I go down to the T, at 
least on the court I hope I would have 
made my argument to the President 
that singling out general aviation as 
‘‘fat cats’’ is simply not accurate, it is 
class warfare. That is a little tough. 
Maybe I wouldn’t say that on the 
court, maybe sort of nudge him a little 
bit when I got underneath the bucket. 

At any rate, it is going to take cour-
age to put this country’s fiscal house 
back in order. There is no question 
about that. But it is absolutely essen-
tial for us to do it in a responsible 
manner and not by scapegoating, not 
by singling out important sectors of in-
dustry that have long played a vital 
role in the economic development of 
both my home State of Kansas and our 
country as a whole. I would simply say: 
Your ball, your game, Mr. President, 
but let’s not single out general avia-
tion anymore. 

It might have been the case if he 
were on a corporate jet with Kobe Bry-
ant or somebody, maybe a Hollywood 
actor, maybe going to a fundraiser, 
maybe he got it in his head everybody 
who has a corporate jet, i.e., general 
aviation, as opposed to going from 
Kansas to North Dakota to check on 
some farm ground, that that is the 
case. I hope that is not the case any-
more. 

That is the end of the ball game but 
it is not the end of the debate. I hope 
we have a debate without singling out 
an industry. That is unfair and not ac-
curate. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. KERRY. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. KERRY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent I be permitted to 
proceed as in morning business for 
about 15 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

ECONOMIC STEWARDSHIP 

Mr. KERRY. Madam President, this 
is a dangerous time for our country. 
What amazes me, for the time I have 
been here and privileged to serve the 
citizens of Massachusetts for 27 years 
now, is that never have I seen a mo-
ment where the consequences of inac-
tion can have as potentially damaging 
an effect on our country as the con-
sequences may if we are downgraded in 
our debt—just downgraded, not even 
defaulting—yet some of our colleagues 
in the Congress, particularly on the 
other side of the aisle in the House, 
are, despite all the evidence, all of the 
judgments made by knowledgeable peo-
ple—by economists, by business people, 
by outside observers, about the danger 
and inadequacy of what they are pro-
posing—despite that, they are insist-
ing, not as a matter of common sense 
or as a matter of logical economic pol-
icy but insisting as a matter of politics 
and ideology on holding the entire 
economy of our country hostage and be 
damned with the risks. 

Notwithstanding what that may 
mean—for 401(k)s, for families, what 
that may mean for investments that 
are on the brink because of the fra-
gility of the economy, notwithstanding 
any of the advice of people who deal 
with money on a daily basis in terms of 
investments, these people, many of 
them who have never served in public 
life in their lives, never been part of a 
compromise but have come here with 
one ideological purpose—these people 
are putting the entire Nation at risk. 

There are a lot of people here, par-
ticularly here in the Senate on the 
other side of the aisle, who know this 
is dangerous and who know the risks 
we are taking and who know there are 
better alternatives. But because of the 
politics of the situation they are being 
locked in, not allowed to stand up and 
exercise—or at least unwilling at this 
point to stand up and exercise their 
judgment and, frankly, their responsi-
bility as sworn to uphold the Constitu-
tion of the United States of America, 
to come here and do the business of our 
country. 

The deadline for default may be just 
a week away but no one should have 
any illusion that what is happening 

right now today is already hurting the 
economy of our country. It is already 
hurting our country. This is embar-
rassing for the Nation. It is embar-
rassing for the United States of Amer-
ica to be having such a dysfunctional 
display for everybody in the world to 
see that we who run around the world 
promoting democracy are unable to 
make our own democracy work right 
here at home. The fact is, all you have 
to do is read today’s article in the Bos-
ton Globe with the headline ‘‘Uncer-
tainty Has Massachusetts Firms Wary 
Of Hiring.’’ 

That is what is happening right now. 
This is already having a negative im-
pact. Maybe that is what some of the 
people on the other side of the aisle in 
the House want. Maybe they want the 
economy to come down so they can win 
politically and point to the President 
and say: Oh, it is his fault we don’t 
have the jobs, even though they are 
weakening the economy with their ob-
stinacy and with their ideological ri-
gidity. 

Today’s article says: 
Still cautious from the last recession, 

many business owners worry that govern-
ment leaders will be unable to reach an 
agreement, while others are concerned about 
exactly the opposite: that any agreement 
will invariably include spending cuts and 
weaken an already lackluster recovery. 

This is no way to provide economic 
stewardship. Most important, it is no 
way to run a government. There are 
countless institutions that rely on the 
United States, for us to go out and help 
other nations to be able to recover eco-
nomically. I met yesterday with the 
Finance Minister and Deputy Prime 
Minister of Greece. Greece is taking 
enormous steps right now to try to 
bring its debt down and all of the euro 
zone has joined in that effort, and Italy 
and Spain are likewise at risk in their 
economies. But the IMF is a critical 
component of that recovery and the 
United States is a critical component 
of the IMF efforts and we have a sig-
nificant amount of our capital at risk 
in the IMF. What happens there is im-
portant to what happens here, but this 
place is not behaving as though there 
is that interconnectedness. Let me tell 
you what I hear from a lot of smart 
people—smarter than I am—about the 
economics. I can listen to them, and I 
can tell they are deadly serious when 
they say we are playing with fire with 
respect to the Greek recovery and with 
respect to Italy and Spain and the rest 
of Europe. If they start to go down, 
then we have a cascade, and it begins 
to have a greater impact on the United 
States of America. That is what is at 
risk in this dangerous game of political 
chicken that is being played by people 
of such ideological rigidity that they 
are unwilling to even compromise. 

I heard an interview yesterday with 
one Senator and a television commen-
tator of one of the cable shows who 
asked him repeatedly: What are you 
willing to compromise on? In the end, 
it became clear he was not willing to 
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compromise on the fundamental no-
tions of how we arrive at an agree-
ment. We need to reach out across the 
aisle—both of us, Democrat, Repub-
lican—and come together on a deal, on 
a solution to a critical problem that 
challenges all of us where there is a so-
lution staring us in the face. We need 
to do that before, as a result of the in-
ability of people to make that com-
promise, before those who take that 
position of ideological rigidity do 
greater harm to our economy and to 
our country’s reputation. We need to 
put an end to the time clocks that are 
running out how long it is before a de-
fault which sends an enormous message 
of uncertainty and incompetence, of 
dysfunctional politics on a daily basis. 
Every tick of that clock drums into 
people the inadequacy of what is hap-
pening here right now. 

Back in 1983, President Ronald 
Reagan, whom many of the people who 
are taking this position of complete 
obstinacy revere—they ought to listen 
to what he said because President 
Reagan wrote: 

The denigration of the full faith and credit 
of the United States would have substantial 
effects on the domestic financial markets 
and on the value of the dollar on the ex-
change markets. The Nation can ill afford to 
allow such a result. 

Now almost 30 years later some 
House Republicans have turned their 
back on the legacy of Ronald Reagan. 
Instead, they continue to play this 
cynical game of chicken with the 
President, with the Congress, with the 
American people, with our economy, 
with our reputation, with our future, 
by refusing to negotiate a clearly 
achievable, clearly definable com-
promise agreement that would extend 
the debt limit, something that hap-
pened 17 times under Ronald Reagan. 
What is their negotiating strategy? 
Don’t negotiate. Do what we say no 
matter what the danger or how ill 
thought-out the consequences may be. 

David Stockman, the former Office 
and Management Director under Presi-
dent Reagan, said the following about 
the House Republican budget: 

I think the biggest problem is revenues. It 
is simply unrealistic to say that raising rev-
enue isn’t part of the solution. It is a meas-
ure of how far off the deep end Republicans 
have gone with this religious catechism 
about taxes. 

In taking this extreme approach, the 
House Republicans have also made a 
dirty word out of a basic tenet of 
American democracy—compromise. Do 
they know nothing about history? Have 
they forgotten about the Missouri 
Compromise? Have they forgotten 
about countless great compromises 
that brought people together to pass 
some of the great efforts of our Nation 
with respect to the social structure of 
our country? The House Republican 
Party has taken this approach, even 
though they know and agree with what 
Ronald Reagan said 30 years ago, and 
they know it is true today. 

Experts are telling us that even a 
short-term crisis could lead to a per-

manent downgrading or stain, if you 
will, on the Treasurys of our country. 
It could prove particularly damaging 
to the willingness of foreign investors 
to buy Treasury. If foreign investors 
start to shy away from Treasurys, then 
they will become much less liquid. As 
Lou Crandall, who is the chief econo-
mist at Wrightson ICAP, said: 

You could never get that liquidity pre-
mium back if you create a precedent. That’s 
the thing that would be irreparable. The end 
result of such a scenario: higher interest 
rates in the United States. 

I just met a few moments ago with a 
businessman who is engaged in major 
investments in this country and else-
where, on an international basis, who 
reinforced to me the danger of what we 
are facing right now in just the down-
grade. What he said to me is that no-
body can tell us what the real impact 
of that downgrade is going to be. What 
happens to valuations all the way down 
the economic food chain? What hap-
pens to credit? What happens to the 
judgments about interest? What hap-
pens to the judgments about the auc-
tions and the next market and so 
forth? Nobody knows. He can’t tell me, 
and he does this for a living and has 
very successfully for a lifetime. That is 
what they are worried about. 

There is a moment—nobody knows 
when exactly it is—there is a moment 
when as we get close enough and the 
dysfunctionality becomes the over-
whelming, dominating feature of this 
effort, where someone is going to cut 
and say: OK, time to downgrade. Then 
what happens? What kind of downward 
spiral flows out of that? I don’t know, 
but I know we should not be pushing it 
to the limit and taking that risk. 

Why are people taking that risk? 
Why are people, despite all the com-
mentary that says we ought to be 
reaching across the aisle, we ought to 
sit down the way we used to around 
here, why are they doing this? I will 
tell you why. They want only one way 
of approaching this solution—their 
way. They want to so dramatically cut 
Federal spending and cut entitlements 
without increasing revenues at all. No 
matter how successful people have been 
at the upper end of our economy, no 
matter how much money people have 
made, they say we can’t even ask a bil-
lionaire for $100. We can’t even ask a 
billionaire for $500. Nothing, nada, no. 
That is it. That is the reason they are 
willing to take the country to the 
brink. They know they do not have 
enough votes to even pass the budget 
they are screaming about still, but 
they are not running around trying to 
find the alternative. They are going to 
push it anyway, have a vote on it any-
way, send a dramatic, stupid message 
of incompetence to the world and drag 
the United States of America down 
with it. 

It is stunning what a group of ex-
tremists can do who are trying to get 
their unrealistic and impossible budget 
passed, which even a lot of Republicans 
know they are not going to vote for. 

The Boehner plan would require Draco-
nian entitlement policy changes. To 
meet the $1.8 trillion in cuts over the 
decade without any increase in reve-
nues, policymakers would be forced to 
cut Social Security and Medicare bene-
fits, and that is not a scare tactic. 
That is an absolute reality of what 
would have to happen if we proceed to 
do those cuts the way they are struc-
turing them, and we would eviscerate 
the safety net for low-income children, 
for parents, for senior citizens, and for 
people with disabilities. 

One of the worst and most disturbing 
components of this plan, the Boehner 
plan—it is incomprehensible to me— 
they want to do this whole thing all 
over again in 6 months. There is no 
economic reason we have to do it again 
in 6 months because they purposely left 
out the money that could come from 
reducing our engagement in the wars 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, which is going 
to come. They purposely left that 
money out so it wouldn’t show the 
amount of savings that could get us 
through next November. The reason 
they purposely left it out is so they can 
come back and do this same exercise 
again next February and make all the 
discussion in America about debt and 
deficit, when we are perfectly prepared 
to have a serious discussion not about 
raising the debt on it but about solving 
it, about doing it. We don’t need a con-
stitutional amendment to do our duty. 
We don’t need a constitutional amend-
ment to balance the budget. I know 
what I am talking about on that be-
cause I was here when we balanced the 
budget in the 1990s without a constitu-
tional amendment. We balanced the 
budget five times since World War II, 
and we have done it each time without 
a constitutional amendment. 

Let’s not have this phony structured 
setup that is pure politics. I am sure 
they are raising a lot of money from 
their base on it every single day, but 
that is not what this ought to be about. 
This ought to be about solving the eco-
nomic problems of our country. A 
short-term plan is not necessary and it 
is, most importantly, not wise. If we go 
through this exercise again in 6 months 
in the same way we have gone through 
it in the last few months, we are going 
to drive this economy right down and 
down. 

Maybe that is what they want so 
they can then blame President Obama 
and turn around and blame the Demo-
crats who are responsible in the Sen-
ate. There is no other rationale for 
wanting to come back and do this in 6 
months, when we could do this with the 
joint committees that are in both the 
Boehner plan and in Senator REID’s 
plan. We have the ability to set up a 
structure, similar to the BRAC closing 
commissions, where we have to vote, 
where we are forced to do this on an ac-
celerated basis, where we tie ourselves 
into a process that requires the Senate 
to do its duty and the Congress to do 
its duty. We can lock that in right 
now. We are not kicking anything 
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down the road if we do that and require 
us not to have a balanced budget 
amendment that goes out all across the 
country for States to have to ratify 
but, rather, do the job we were sent to 
do and do it in the next few months. 
That is what we could be doing. If we 
don’t do that, then the downgrade that 
may take place somewhere in the next 
days could drive up interest rates, and 
that will have a negative drag on the 
economy to boot. A student with a stu-
dent loan will feel that impact. Some-
body with a car loan is going to feel 
that impact. Anybody with a credit 
card is going to feel that impact. Peo-
ple with mortgages will feel that im-
pact. That will mean more money out 
of pocket to make up for the derelic-
tion of duty of the Congress. 

These are completely dangerous and 
uncharted waters we are sailing into. I 
think at a time when the global econ-
omy is facing enormous problems, any 
downgrade of our Nation’s credit rating 
could have disastrous effects for our fi-
nancial system in terms of those other 
countries which I have talked about, 
and I think it is an unacceptable risk. 
It should require us to find the com-
promise and find it now. I might add 
that the Boehner plan is not even sup-
ported on Wall Street. 

Let me quote Christian Cooper, who 
is the head of the U.S. dollar deriva-
tives trading in New York at Jefferies 
& Company. He said: 

From the markets’ point of view, a two- 
stage plan is a nonstarter because we know 
it is amateur hour on Capitol Hill and we 
don’t want to be painted into this corner 
again. 

He went on to say: 
There is significant risk of a downgrade 

with a deal that ties further cuts to another 
vote only a few months down the road given 
the significant resistance to do the right 
thing now. 

Frankly, I think that is logical. 
Every American can understand that. 
If a person has some money to invest 
and they are sitting there watching 
what is happening right now, and then 
they learn our way of dealing with it is 
going to be to have another vote in 6 
months for the same reason—to lift the 
debt ceiling—when everybody knows 
we don’t have to do that, would that 
person say, oh, that is a really good, 
clear climate for investment; let’s go 
put our money into whatever it is out 
there because we know Congress is 
going to do the right thing? No. No 
way, I say to my colleagues. Everybody 
knows that. 

The fact is, the President has said he 
is going to veto the Speaker’s plan. 
Senators know he is going to veto it. 
We know it is a bad plan. We ought to 
stop discussing proposals that are 
going to go nowhere and get the job 
done on something that can bring ev-
erybody together. 

In an effort to forge a bipartisan 
compromise, Senator REID has reached 
way beyond what many Members of our 
caucus really wanted to do or think is 
the appropriate balance. But we are 

acting responsibly in order to try to 
get the job done. So we are willing to 
extend the debt ceiling through 2012 
without revenues at this time, with the 
understanding that we will have the 
ability to come back to the floor with 
the process of a joint committee pro-
viding it is tied to a very clear sched-
ule, with very clear requirements 
about no filibusters, with very clear re-
quirements about amendments and 
voting. 

Madam President, the spending cuts 
in Senator REID’s proposal are only 
those to which Republicans have pre-
viously agreed. So no revenues, cuts of 
$2-some trillion, we go through the 
year to give certainty to the market-
place, and we have cuts in there that 
the Republicans have already agreed 
to, and, again, a fixed period of time. I 
think that proposal gives our economy 
the certainty it needs in order to cre-
ate jobs now, not 6 months from now 
and not maybe sometime next year. 

Everybody understands how anemic 
America’s job creation is now. The last 
the job market needs is this kind of 
brinkmanship, gamesmanship, and cyn-
ical effort to hold the entire economy 
of our country hostage when better 
proposals are actually on the table and 
in front of us which everybody can un-
derstand. 

The majority leader’s proposal in-
cludes the capacity for that joint com-
mittee to include recommendations 
and legislative language on tax reform. 
We all know we need tax reform. I be-
lieve the Senate and the House ought 
to do their jobs, both of us. Senator 
REID’s plan actually calls on the Sen-
ate to live up to its ultimate responsi-
bility. The Speaker’s plan has no such 
language—nothing that requires that 
kind of participation. 

The deficit commission was chaired 
by former Republican Senator Alan 
Simpson. All of that work is being ig-
nored right now. The so-called Gang of 
6 did an outstanding job, in my judg-
ment, of helping to put together a bi-
partisan plan which actually included 
revenue and I think 20-some Repub-
lican Senators were prepared to sup-
port a thoughtful, balanced plan that 
had both revenues as well as cuts. So 
we can find common ground. We need 
to find that common ground. 

Over the last year, we have seen a 
number of bipartisan plans put forward 
on the debt limit. I think the effort of 
the Gang of 6 exemplified the best tra-
dition of the Senate, where a group of 
Members reached across the aisle and 
worked with each other to tackle the 
tough issues. That is how we got a 
budget deal in 1990. That is how we got 
a budget deal in 1997. We have done this 
before, and we did it growing our econ-
omy—creating 23 million new jobs and 
creating a surplus of $5.6 trillion. Had 
we stayed on that course, we would 
next year be paying down the debt of 
our Nation completely for the first 
time since Andrew Jackson was Presi-
dent of the United States. Everybody 
here knows why we went off track. I 

don’t mean to go through that again 
now, but I think we will not be able to 
resolve this current impasse until col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle—and 
especially in the House where there 
seems to be the greatest ideological re-
sistance to common sense right now— 
decide to put aside their ideology and 
decide what is best for the United 
States of America. 

We can’t be responsible if we don’t 
get serious first. Far too much is at 
stake for the Senate to do anything 
less than the Senate was intended to do 
at moments such as this. We are called 
the world’s greatest deliberative body. 
There aren’t many Americans who 
would look at us right now and give us 
that appropriate moniker. We have to 
earn it. I think in the next hours we 
can do that. 

I thank the Chair, and I thank my 
colleagues for their forbearance. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, may 
I inquire as to how much time I have 
allotted? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senate is in morning busi-
ness with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

Mr. CORKER. I thank the Chair. I 
doubt I will do this, but if I get up to 
8 minutes, if the Chair would let me 
know so I will have 2 minutes to wrap 
up. 

The last time I was on the floor was 
July 14, and I was very concerned— 
maybe upset—about the fact that it ap-
peared where we were on this debt ceil-
ing discussion was looking for a polit-
ical way for everybody to raise the 
debt ceiling without anybody taking 
ownership. Obviously, that wasn’t what 
I came to the Senate to do. I came 
down and had choice words for both 
sides of the aisle in that regard. 

I actually come here today with a 
glimmer of hope. The reason I say that 
is, to my knowledge, in this debt ceil-
ing debate we may be—I think this is 
the first time legislation has actually 
been offered from both sides of the 
aisle to look at spending reductions 
over the course of this next year. To 
me, that is progress. I think we ought 
to focus on the fact that, finally, here 
in this body, we are on the right sub-
ject. We sort of wandered around in the 
wilderness for several weeks as this 
debt ceiling was coming up and focused 
on many things that were not going to 
solve the problem. Then, a couple of 
weeks ago, we focused on trying to fig-
ure out a way for us to all usurp—get 
rid of—our responsibilities in dealing 
with this. 

I am kind of uplifted because, as was 
mentioned, a Democratic Senator has a 
proposal, a Republican House Member 
has a proposal, and now, finally, we are 
on the topic that matters; that is, we 
have proposals before us that are be-
ginning to look at what we might do to 
look at spending reductions. 

The fact is, the reason this debt ceil-
ing debate is what it is is because all of 
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us are concerned about future deficits. 
All of us are concerned about where 
our country is going. All of us are con-
cerned about the fact that if we don’t 
deal with this issue responsibly, we are 
going to end up with a downgrade in 
our debt regardless, even if we make it. 
If we had a clean debt ceiling vote, 
which, obviously, is not going to occur 
now—if we had a clean debt ceiling 
vote, we would be right back at the 
table trying to figure out a way to 
keep from having a downgrade. So for 
what it is worth, I am choosing today 
to come to the floor and to be slightly 
optimistic because both sides of the 
aisle are beginning to look at ways of 
reducing that issue. 

As to the rating agencies, actually 
we don’t put a lot of faith in them, I 
know, but smart people who actually 
buy Treasurys have said the order of 
magnitude that we need to deal with as 
it relates to deficit spending over the 
next short period of time is a minimum 
of $4 trillion, and that $4 trillion has to 
be real, and that $4 trillion needs to be 
accompanied by entitlement reforms. 

What I would say is, right now, I 
don’t think there is any proposal that 
is being discussed that is strong 
enough, and I don’t say that to knock 
any of the authors. There is nothing 
out there that I am aware of that is 
being discussed by the media or being 
discussed in either Chamber that really 
deals with this issue. Most of us have 
taken the position that we want to use 
the debt ceiling vote to force dramatic 
reductions in deficits, dramatic reduc-
tions in spending and, fortunately, we 
have gotten to that place, finally. We 
have just gotten there in the last 24 
hours. 

So this is my hope: We know none of 
the proposals out there now are strong 
enough. None of the proposals out 
there—I am talking about in legisla-
tive language. There are a lot of people 
working in other ways to try to come 
up with a solution, but there is no leg-
islative language out there yet that ac-
tually forces us to do the things we 
need to do to achieve not being down-
graded, if you will, after this debt ceil-
ing vote occurs. 

So it appears we are going to be vot-
ing on a proposal the majority leader 
has offered. It is very apparent to me it 
is not going to pass. I know there are 
some activities that may be taking 
place in the House over the next 24 
hours, but at least we have both sides 
of the aisle talking about the right 
topic, finally. It has taken us a while 
to get here. 

I urge us to sit down and figure out a 
way to make the proposals that are 
being discussed real—make sure they 
don’t have gimmicks—and that they 
force us to do those things we need to 
do to make sure we don’t just kick the 
can down the road and pass something 
that looks like we have actually taken 
action, but to pass something instead 
that actually will address the issues we 
have before us. 

So, again, I have a glimmer of hope. 
Both sides of the aisle have offered pro-

posals. No doubt in both cases they are 
not nearly strong enough, but both 
sides have offered proposals that look 
at reducing the deficits over the next 
year or so. So I urge people to sit 
down—as Members have done recently 
on other proposals, let’s sit down and 
figure out a way to make some pro-
posal strong enough so we know that 
not only have we moved past this debt 
ceiling vote, but we have also put in 
place those actions that will cause us 
to make it through this entire next 
year, in a way that we know we are not 
going to be downgraded by the credit 
rating agencies and have other issues. 

There is not a proposal before us 
today that does it, but both sides of the 
aisle are talking about proposals. That, 
to me, is a sign for a degree of opti-
mism. If we need to extend the debt 
ceiling issue for a week while we work 
out the details or whatever, let’s do it. 
But let’s don’t let this opportunity 
where we finally have both sides of the 
aisle talking about the right subject, 
let’s don’t let this opportunity go by. 
Let’s solve this problem while the 
focus is on it. 

I thank the Chair for allowing me to 
take to the floor. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEN-

NET). The majority leader. 
f 

EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that morning business 
be extended until 5 o’clock and that I 
be recognized at 5 o’clock and that 
Senator SESSIONS be recognized for 10 
minutes at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Alabama. 
f 

THE DEBT CRISIS 
Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the majority 

leader, and I appreciate his courtesy, 
as always, in so many issues that come 
before the Senate. 

I wish to say a couple of things. One 
is fundamental, and that is that the 
crisis we face—and I think my Senate 
colleague from Tennessee would 
agree—is not the debt limit, it is the 
debt. It is the surging debt. The debt 
limit is Congress’s power, and it says 
to the administration: You can’t bor-
row any more money. We only author-
ize so much money to be borrowed. 
Like a 102-degree mark in our ther-
mometer, it is not the thermometer 
that is the problem. It is the under-
lying fever that the thermometer indi-
cates. So reaching the debt limit so 
soon after we raised it is an indication 
we have something unhealthy in our 
system that needs to be dealt with. 

Senator REID has very difficult chal-
lenges before him. It is not easy. But as 
I like to remind him, he asked for the 
job and, hopefully, he can make 
progress at this point in time. 

But to raise the debt ceiling, the ma-
jority leader knows a couple of things 

must be done. He knows, one, the Re-
publican Congress and the American 
people want to see changes in our 
spending. It is on a reckless path. We 
cannot continue on this path. So the 
idea is, shouldn’t we change what we 
are doing that has put us in a situation 
in which 40 cents of every $1 we spend 
today is borrowed? 

This year we will pay $240 billion in 
interest on our national debt. Under 
the budget the President submitted to 
us—which was voted down, I will ac-
knowledge, 97 to 0 in the Senate; but it 
indicates the debt path we are on—it 
would cause in the tenth year interest 
to be paid in 1 year of $940 billion—a 
stunning figure. The Federal road pro-
gram is about $40 billion. Federal aid 
to education is about $100 billion. We 
would be surging from $240 billion to 
$940 billion in interest on this rising 
debt, according to the Congressional 
Budget Office, our experts. 

I would note also that President 
Bush’s last year was an extraordinary 
deficit of $450 billion—but President 
Obama’s deficits have been $1,200 bil-
lion, $1,300 billion, and it is expected 
this year to be $1.5 trillion—$1,500 bil-
lion—in 1 year. These are the 3 years. 

In the first 2 years of President 
Obama’s administration, his non-
defense discretionary spending surged 
24 percent. This does not count the 
stimulus of almost $900 billion that we 
sent out the door that was supposed to 
stimulate the economy. 

Speaker BOEHNER, and I think with 
the support of the American people, 
has said: Well, we can do a long time. 
We can do a fairly large increase in our 
debt ceiling to allow the country to 
continue to borrow or we can do a 
short one, but we in the House, in the 
Republican House, believe we have to 
confront our problems. So I would pro-
pose, and he has stated, that the House 
would vote to raise the debt ceiling but 
only to the extent to which spending 
has been reduced an equal amount. 

If you reduce spending enough over 10 
years, you get an immediate increase 
in the debt ceiling of an equal amount 
now. If you reduce spending over 10 
years a larger amount, you could in-
crease the debt limit a larger amount. 
It has become a vehicle, an opportunity 
for the American people to understand 
how we are spiraling out of control, 
and how it is Congress that needs to 
figure out a way to rein this in. It is 
unsustainable, the path we are on. So 
this $1 increase in the debt ceiling for 
$1 reduction in spending kind of caught 
on. People seem to be going along with 
that. It seems to be fairly reasonable. 

Senator REID claims he has a plan 
that would reduce spending $2.7 trillion 
over 10 years and this would allow him 
to raise the debt ceiling about that 
amount, and this would allow us to, in 
effect, raise it enough that we would 
not have to talk about this again for 
almost 2 years—about 22 months. 

Well, OK. That sort of seemed to 
meet what Speaker BOEHNER had sug-
gested. But I am the ranking member 
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of the Budget Committee. I have been a 
real critic of what has been going on. I 
have been predicting we were going to 
end up at the last minute and a bill 
was going to be thrown on the floor, 
and I was concerned it was going to be 
filled with gimmicks. It was not going 
to be honest, and we were going to be 
told if we do not pass it, the Republic 
is going to fall, and no matter what is 
in it, we have to pass it. And do not 
worry about it, trust us on these num-
bers. 

Unfortunately, that is where we are 
getting. Senator REID, in his $2.7 tril-
lion in claimed deficit reduction— 
about $1.2 trillion of that is savings 
from the war in Iraq and Afghanistan. 
Well, that has not ever been projected 
to stay at the current level of $158 bil-
lion a year for 10 years. 

Speaker BOEHNER, when he proposes 
to reduce spending for a shorter term, 
does not count savings from the declin-
ing war expenditure because that is not 
a baseline expenditure and we have 
never extended and planned to do that. 
We never planned to spend $158 billion 
a year in the next 10 years. This is in-
evitably going to drop. Some say it 
could go to zero, some say to $50 bil-
lion, saving $100 billion or a little more 
a year for the next decade. So the 
Budget Committee Republican staff 
calculates this is over $1 trillion in in-
accurate estimations of spending re-
ductions. It just is. It should not be 
counted. Speaker BOEHNER does not 
count it in his numbers. 

Senator REID also claims $1.2 trillion 
in deficit reduction from spending caps 
by capping discretionary spending. 
Well, those caps are counted from a 
baseline that ignores the savings that 
were enacted in the full year CR that 
we did the year we are in. 

What happened was, we had a higher 
level of spending. There was an elec-
tion last fall. A new Republican House 
was elected—huge numbers of people 
who were elected who said: We have to 
do something about spending. So we 
had a fuss over what our spending lev-
els should be this year because we were 
operating not under authorization of 
appropriations bills but a continuing 
resolution, and that number was re-
duced. So the spending level for this 
year now is not the same as it was 
when the year began. The current level 
of spending is the number we ought to 
be talking about when we say we are 
going to save money. Correct? It 
should not be the number that was 
higher but has been abandoned and 
been reduced. That reduces the amount 
of legitimate claims in discretionary 
savings to less than $800 billion. Then 
he claims $100 billion in mandatory 
savings. But it is likely—from our staff 
looking at them—it would amount to 
no more than $60 billion. 

The bottom line is, we have looked at 
this a lot of different ways. I believe 
the numbers I am going to repeat to 
you today will be sustained in any 
competitive argument about it. I be-
lieve these are honest and true num-

bers. The bottom line is that the total 
real savings that are proposed by the 
Reid plan are not $2.7 trillion but $1 
trillion. If you do $1 trillion in savings, 
and you raise the debt limit by $1 tril-
lion, then that would extend to 6 or 8 
months or so into early next year, 
which is, I suggest, where we ought to 
be. Because this amount of savings—$1 
trillion—is nowhere near what we need 
to do to get off the debt course we are 
on. 

As Senator CORKER indicated, most 
of the financial experts tell us we need 
at least $4 trillion in savings, not $1 
trillion. So if we are just going to get 
$1 trillion so we can vote in this crisis 
period to raise the debt limit before 
August 2 so the checks can go out and 
everybody can be paid and the govern-
ment can operate—and I hope we can 
do that; we need to do that—but if all 
we are going to get is $1 trillion, this is 
just an interim step. This is not a real 
fix at all, but it is an interim step. If 
so, we need to be right back on this 
issue soon. That gives us an oppor-
tunity to do so early next year or late 
this year because we have not solved 
the problem. 

Mr. President, $1 trillion is not 
enough. Madam President, $4 trillion is 
not enough. Depending on how you cal-
culate the debt that has been projected 
to accrue over the next 10 years, it is 
somewhere between $9 and $13 trillion. 
So $1 trillion is not going to do any-
thing to change the disastrous debt 
course we are on. 

By the way, the President—I want to 
say this because he was pretty tough 
last night blaming Republicans for all 
kinds of problems. Let me say, the Re-
publican House passed—and I voted for 
in the Senate—a budget for 10 years 
that changes the debt course of this 
Republic. It puts us on a sound finan-
cial path. It reduced spending by as 
much as $6 trillion over 10 years. It 
even reduced taxes to create more eco-
nomic growth and make us more com-
petitive in the world marketplace. It 
was a thoughtful, long-term, serious 
budget that would do real, positive 
things for America. 

The Senate has not passed a budget, 
not had one marked up in the Budget 
Committee. The leadership here in the 
Senate refused to allow it to happen. 
Senator REID said it would be foolish to 
pass a budget. We have gone now over 
2 years without a budget. It is unthink-
able in the debt course we are on—how 
disastrous it is, how unsustainable it 
is, how unlike anything that has ever 
happened in our history—to have this 
kind of debt path and we do not have a 
budget. 

The President said a few weeks ago: 
Well, I have a plan that cuts $3 trillion. 
Is it like Senator REID’s $2.7 trillion 
plan? It was never made public. It was 
never spelled out. If he has a $3 trillion 
plan to cut spending, well, let’s see it. 
Maybe we could extend the debt limit 
more, if he is going to cut $3 trillion in 
honest numbers. If he has those num-
bers, as he says he has—in between at-

tacking Republicans for causing all the 
problems—let’s see them. Maybe that 
would be a basis for something. 

But I suspect it is no more accurate 
than this plan because when the Presi-
dent proposed his budget, as the law re-
quired him to do, early in the year, he 
said: My budget calls on us as Ameri-
cans to live within our means and to 
not increase the debt, when according 
to the Congressional Budget Office, the 
lowest single budget deficit that would 
occur under his 10-year budget would 
be $750 billion—nowhere close to a bal-
anced budget—and in the out years 
that deficit would be going up. So I will 
challenge the President, if he has a $3 
trillion plan, let’s see it. 

Some people say we need to raise the 
debt limit for a longer period of time 
and we cannot afford to have a short 
term increase. They say this is some-
how a wrong thing to do, and so forth. 
I would point out to my colleagues, it 
is not unusual at all. A $2.7 trillion in-
crease in the debt—if that were to 
occur—would be very high. It would be 
a 19-percent increase in the current 
debt limit, putting the debt limit 50- 
percent higher than when President 
Obama took office. It would be the 
largest debt increase in history, the 
fourth debt limit increase during Presi-
dent Obama’s tenure in office, the 
fourth time it has been raised. So this 
is not unusual. 

I warned from the beginning that if 
we skirted the legislative process in 
favor of closed-door White House meet-
ings and so forth, we would find our-
selves in the eleventh hour with gim-
mick-filled legislation being rushed 
through a panic-driven Senate. This is 
not responsible governance from our 
leadership here in the Senate. 

As I feared and as I have just de-
scribed, the majority leader’s bill has 
not achieved close to the promised sav-
ings he says it would. From the $2.7 
trillion in cuts claimed, the troop- 
spending cuts in the proposal are closer 
to $1 trillion over 10 years—less than a 
third of what was advertised—while he 
is asking for a nearly $3 trillion in-
crease in the debt limit. Spending cuts 
next year would be only $3 billion less 
than the enacted amount for 2011. This 
falls short of the idea that a dollar in 
cuts should accompany a dollar in debt 
limit increase. Senator REID’s proposal 
is structured in a way that is clearly 
designed to further degrade and under-
mine the budgetary process of the Sen-
ate, and it allows the majority not to 
have to come forward and produce a 
budget plan. 

Given the late hour, rather than rush 
through legislation to the President— 
the largest debt ceiling increase in his-
tory—we should pursue a more respon-
sible approach, a short-term extension 
with real cuts through the immediate 
time period the extension covers, not 
10 years down the road. Then, using the 
extra time we have, Congress should 
pursue a binding framework, such as 
the cut, cap, and balance plan, to bring 
these gimmicks to an end and to alter 
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our debt course. We should try the one 
thing we refused to do from the begin-
ning: open hearings, regular order, and 
a real legislative process and public 
participation. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

IRAN’S NUCLEAR PROGRAM 
Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I ask unani-

mous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD an editorial from the July 21 
edition of the Washington Post. I com-
pletely agree with this editorial. 

The metric is not how many long 
overdue individual sanctions are made. 
We must instead be focused on our 
goal: preventing the acquisition of a 
nuclear weapons capability by the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran. 

I fear we are spiraling at an accel-
erating speed to the point when we 
have but one option left to stop the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran’s illegal nuclear 
weapons ambitions. If that happens, 
history will judge that we were put 
into this position by our own failure to 
avail ourselves of other options while 
we still had them. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, July 21, 2011] 
SANCTIONS AREN’T SLOWING IRAN’S NUCLEAR 

PROGRESS 
According to a recent story in The Post, 

the Obama administration is ‘‘quietly toast-
ing’’ the success of international sanctions 
against Iran. The Islamic republic is having 
increasing difficulty arranging imports, in-
cluding food, and the central bank is report-
edly short of hard currency. Billions of dol-
lars in foreign investment projects have been 
canceled, and few banks, insurance compa-
nies or shipping firms are willing to do busi-
ness with Tehran. 

There are also signs of political stress. 
President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad is bitterly 
at odds with conservative clergy and a ma-
jority of parliament and appears to have lost 
the support of Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali 
Khamenei. Iran’s closest ally, the Syrian re-
gime of Bashar al-Assad, is slowly but stead-
ily losing ground to a popular uprising, rais-
ing the prospect that Iran’s once-firm foot-
hold in the Arab Middle East will be reduced 
to an isolated Hezbollah militia in Lebanon. 

We don’t begrudge the White House a toast 
or two over these developments; the adminis-
tration has worked hard and relatively effec-
tively to make the sanctions work. But it’s 
important to note a stubborn reality: There 
has been no change in Iran’s drive for nu-
clear weapons or in its aggressive efforts to 
drive the United States out of the Middle 
East. 

If anything, Tehran has recently grown 
bolder. Last month it announced plans to 
triple its capacity to produce uranium en-
riched to the level of 20 percent—a far higher 
degree of processing than is needed to 
produce nuclear energy. Western diplomats 
and experts say that Iran is preparing, and 
may have already begun, to install a new 
generation of powerful centrifuges in a plant 
built into a mountain near the city of Qom. 
As British Foreign Secretary William Hague 
wrote in an op-ed published by the Guardian 
last week, it would take only two to three 
months to convert uranium enriched at Qom 
into weapons-grade material. That means 
that Iran could have a ‘‘breakout’’ capacity 
allowing it to quickly produce a weapon 
when it chose to do so. 

Mr. Hague told the British Parliament last 
month that Iran also has been secretly test-
ing medium-range missiles capable of car-
rying a nuclear warhead. Britain believes 
there have been three such tests since Octo-
ber. Meanwhile, Iranian-backed militias 
have launched a new offensive against U.S. 
forces in Iraq. According to Defense Sec-
retary Leon Panetta and other senior offi-
cials, Tehran has supplied sophisticated 
rockets and roadside bombs for attacks on 
U.S. troops, 15 of whom were killed during 
June. 

Iran’s ability to sustain its nuclear pro-
gram and its meddling in Iraq reflect the 
fact that these initiatives are controlled by 
the Revolutionary Guard, which has not been 
affected by the political feuding in Tehran 
and has first claim on the oil revenue that 
Iran continues to reap. Economic and polit-
ical hardship also has had no apparent im-
pact on Mr. Khamenei, who has maintained 
the regime’s refusal even to negotiate with 
the U.N. Security Council, much less obey 
its resolutions. 

The bottom line is that the threat from 
Iran is not diminishing but growing. Where 
is the policy to reverse that alarming trend? 

f 

DEFENSE CUTS 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD a piece from Politico by my 
colleagues in the House, Chairman 
FORBES, Chairman TURNER, Congress-
man BISHOP, and Congressman CON-
AWAY. 

I fundamentally disagree with the 
President when he said in a recent 
interview with NPR: 

A lot of the spending cuts that we’re mak-
ing should be around areas like defense 
spending as opposed to food stamps. 

I wish the President would listen to 
the advice of Secretary Gates, who said 
in his AEI speech this May: 

I revisit this history because it leads to an 
important point for the future: when it 
comes to our military modernization ac-
counts, the proverbial ‘‘low hanging fruit’’— 
those weapons and other programs consid-
ered most questionable—have not only been 
plucked, they have been stomped on and 
crushed. What remains are much-needed ca-
pabilities—relating to air superiority and 
mobility, long-range strike, nuclear deter-
rence, maritime access, space and cyber war-
fare, ground forces, intelligence, surveillance 
and reconnaissance—that our nation’s civil-
ian and military leadership deem absolutely 
critical. 

My colleagues in the House are abso-
lutely right when they wrote: 

The time to draw a line in the sand, and go 
on the offense to support national security 
must be now. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From Politico, July 25, 2011] 

ON THE OFFENSE OVER DEFENSE CUTS 

(By Representatives J. Randy Forbes, Mi-
chael Turner, Rob Bishop, and Mike Con-
away) 

America’s all-volunteer military is the 
most well-trained, well-equipped fighting 
force the world has ever seen. But the 
strength of our armed forces should not be 
taken for granted. 

Without sustained investments in our 
troops and their equipment, the military 

power our nation now wields in defense of 
our security—including our economic secu-
rity—will slowly be hollowed out. The result 
is likely to be an America that can go fewer 
places and do fewer things in defense of its 
global interests. 

While that may sound good to those who 
remain uncomfortable with America’s lead-
ership role in the world, starving the mili-
tary will not make us any safer, given the 
global demands on our security interests. 

The U.S. military confronts readiness 
shortfalls and a growing array of risks and 
security challenges. That is why I am deeply 
concerned about the avalanche of military 
spending cuts being discussed—from Presi-
dent Barack Obama’s $400 billion proposal to 
the Senate’s Gang of Six proposal that could 
cut up to $886 billion. 

The time to draw a line in the sand, and go 
on the offense to support national security 
must be now. 

Let’s be clear: Defense spending is not 
what put us in this position, and gutting the 
defense budget to pay the bills is unlikely to 
get us out of it. As a percentage of our gross 
domestic product, the defense budget re-
mains just 3.6 percent. This figure is low by 
all historical standards. 

Even if we start slashing major portions of 
the budget—say $50 billion each year over 
the next decade—that figure would still only 
add up to a fraction of the nation’s debt. Yet 
the additional risk to the nation could be 
substantial. 

Today’s military is worn out from a decade 
of operations that have pushed already aging 
platforms to the edge. More than half the 
Navy’s deployed aircraft are not fully com-
bat ready, as we recently discovered at a 
House Armed Services Readiness Sub-
committee hearing, and approximately one 
in five of our Navy ships are deemed unsatis-
factory or mission degraded. 

With known shortfalls in the Navy mainte-
nance accounts, the Defense Department 
would be severely challenged to meet the ex-
pected service life of its equipment. Even 
more concerning are the assessments from 
our Combatant Commanders in the unclassi-
fied portion of the Quarterly Readiness Re-
port to Congress. This paints a distressing 
picture of a military stretched thin by near-
ly 10 years of war and a sustained lack of re-
sources. 

Even as our forces have been aged rapidly 
by the high tempo of operations in the past 
decade, the president has cancelled a genera-
tion of weapons programs in just the last two 
years. While much of the nation has smart 
phones and iPads, the Army is still operating 
on an Atari-like system. 

With readiness shortfalls and pressure to 
modernize aging platforms, how can we pre-
tend we can defend the country with even 
more defense cuts? Our national defense 
planning must be based on an open and ob-
jective review of the threats we face and the 
resources required to meet them. Unfortu-
nately, we now have that process in reverse. 

In many ways, it’s like a family who is 
about to purchase a new home. The correct 
course would be to have an inspector look at 
the house and tell the family what the prob-
lems are and what they will cost to fix. What 
if, instead, that family told the inspector 
that they only had $1,000, and they wanted 
the inspector to go through and identify only 
$1,000 worth of problems to fix? 

This is analogous to the way the Defense 
Department and the Obama administration 
expect Congress to approach national de-
fense. They dictate how much we will spend 
on defense without fully and objectively de-
tailing the risks we face, or the choices we 
must make. 

This wouldn’t be a sensible course for the 
new homeowners. So why does it pass as ac-
ceptable for managing our national security? 
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In the past two years, the administration 

has executed two rounds of defense cuts, 
with the masthead of another likely on the 
way as part of an agreement to lift the debt 
ceiling. With growing readiness problems 
and a generation of military modernization 
either cut or on the chopping-block, we are 
now facing a $400–$900 billion defense cut 
looming over the horizon. 

While our armed forces are charged with 
defending our national security, it is the 
Congress’ responsibility to provide them 
with the resources to accomplish the tasks 
we set for them. Our men and woman in uni-
form diligently execute these tasks. 

It is time for the Congress to do its job and 
provide adequately for the common defense. 

f 

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES 
ACT 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, July 26, 
1990, 21 years ago today, was a great 
day in our Nation’s history. When 
President George Herbert Walker Bush 
signed the Americans with Disabilities 
Act, we could see the future before us, 
full of possibility and opportunity for 
people with disabilities. It was one of 
the proudest days of my legislative ca-
reer. 

The Americans with Disabilities Act 
is one of the landmark civil rights laws 
of the 20th century—a long-overdue 
emancipation proclamation for Ameri-
cans with disabilities. The ADA has 
played a huge role in making our coun-
try more accessible, in raising the ex-
pectations of people with disabilities 
about what they can hope to achieve at 
work and in life, and in inspiring the 
world to view disability issues through 
the lens of equality and opportunity. 

In these times of often bitter polit-
ical partisanship, it is valuable to re-
member that passage of the original 
Americans with Disabilities Act was a 
robustly bipartisan effort. As chief 
sponsor of the ADA in the Senate, I 
worked very closely with Senator Bob 
Dole and others on both sides of the 
aisle. We received invaluable support 
from President George Herbert Walker 
Bush and key members of his adminis-
tration, including White House counsel 
Boyden Gray, Attorney General Rich-
ard Thornburgh, and Transportation 
Secretary Sam Skinner. Other Mem-
bers of Congress also played critical 
roles in passing the ADA—first and 
foremost, Senator Ted Kennedy; but 
also Senator ORRIN HATCH, and Rep-
resentatives Tony Coelho, STENY 
HOYER, Major Owens, and Steve Bart-
lett. 

Before the ADA, life was very dif-
ferent for folks with disabilities in 
Iowa and across the country. Being an 
American with a disability meant not 
being able to ride a bus because there 
was no lift, not being able to attend a 
concert or ballgame because there was 
no accessible seating, and not being 
able to cross the street in a wheelchair 
because there were no curb cuts. In 
short, it meant not being able to work 
or participate in community life. Dis-
crimination was both commonplace 
and accepted. 

Since then, we have seen amazing 
progress. The ADA literally trans-

formed the American landscape by re-
quiring that architectural and commu-
nications barriers be removed and re-
placed with accessible features such as 
ramps, lifts, curb cuts, widening door-
ways, and closed captioning. More im-
portantly, the ADA gave millions of 
Americans the opportunity to partici-
pate in their communities. We have 
made substantial progress in advancing 
the four goals of the ADA—equality of 
opportunity, full participation, inde-
pendent living, and economic self-suffi-
ciency. 

But despite this progress, we still 
have more work to do. One of the crit-
ical challenges we still need to address 
is the persistently low employment 
rates among Americans with disabil-
ities. According to the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics, less than a third of working- 
age people with disabilities—around 4 
million individuals—are currently em-
ployed. 

This is shameful, and we need to do 
better. In April, at a disability employ-
ment summit, I challenged the em-
ployer representatives in the room to 
work to increase the size of the dis-
ability labor force by 1 million individ-
uals by 2015. Tom Donohue, president 
of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, en-
dorsed this goal and encouraged his 
colleagues to meet or exceed the 1 mil-
lion number because ‘‘it’s a good thing 
to do, and it’s good for business.’’ 

But if we are going to get serious 
about growing the size of the disability 
work force, we need to start by recog-
nizing that people with disabilities 
have been disproportionately impacted 
by the bad economy. Compared to the 
general workforce, in the last 2 years, 
adults with disabilities have left the 
labor force at a rate six times the rate 
of adults without disabilities. 

I am committed to doing everything 
within my power to turn these trends 
around, and to increase employment 
opportunities for all individuals with 
disabilities. 

If all of us—Members of Congress, 
business leaders, employers, and people 
with disabilities—work together, I be-
lieve that we can meet the goal of 1 
million new workers with disabilities— 
and ensure that all individuals with 
disabilities have real opportunities for 
employment that meet their goals, in-
terests, and high expectations. 

I would like to take a brief moment 
on this ADA anniversary to remember 
a leader in the disability community 
who recently passed away—Max 
Starkloff. 

Max, who acquired his disability at 
age 21, was a well-known advocate for 
disability rights, both in his hometown 
of St. Louis, MO, and nationally. 

In the 1970s, while still living in a 
nursing home, Max founded Paraquad, 
which became one of the first Centers 
for Independent Living in this country. 
Max began his lifetime of advocacy for 
the rights and independence of people 
with disabilities long before the ADA, 
and continued it all the way up until 
his recent passing. 

The examples of his advocacy are too 
numerous to catalogue, but here are a 
few examples: 

In 1972, he convinced St. Louis offi-
cials to install curb cuts in sidewalks. 

In 1977, Max’s advocacy led to the use 
of lift-equipped buses in the St. Louis 
metro area. 

In 1979, Max helped to integrate ac-
cessible design in an apartment com-
plex that he and Paraquad opened in 
St. Louis, including counters that 
could be moved up and down to accom-
modate wheelchairs, wide doorways, 
and stoves that could be used by indi-
viduals with limited mobility. 

Max, and his wife Colleen, worked 
tirelessly for the passage of the ADA in 
1990. 

In 1997, Max’s advocacy over a two 
year period resulted in the St. Louis 
Zoo making their facilities accessible 
for all. 

Most recently, Max devoted himself 
to an issue that is near and dear to my 
heart—improving employment oppor-
tunities for individuals with disabil-
ities. 

Although Max Starkloff is no longer 
with us, his accomplishments and good 
work live on, and improve the lives of 
Missourians with disabilities on a daily 
basis. 

So as we celebrate the anniversary of 
this great civil rights law, we take 
time to remember the remarkable 
progress that we have made in the past 
21 years. 

On July 26, 1990, when he signed ADA 
into law, President George Herbert 
Walker Bush spoke with great elo-
quence. And I will never forget his final 
words before taking up his pen. He 
said, ‘‘Let the shameful wall of exclu-
sion finally come tumbling down.’’ 

Mr. President, today, that wall is in-
deed falling. And we must join to-
gether, on a bipartisan basis, to con-
tinue this progress. 

f 

REMEMBERING OFFICER CHEST-
NUT AND DETECTIVE GIBSON 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I want 
to take this opportunity to pay tribute 
to two law enforcement officers who 
lost their lives in the line of duty at 
the U.S. Capitol on July 24, 1998. 

Thirteen years ago today, Officer 
Jacob Chestnut and Detective John Mi-
chael Gibson each of whom had spent 
18 years on the Capitol Police force, 
lost their lives while safeguarding the 
Capitol against an armed, emotionally 
disturbed individual. As a Member of 
the U.S. House of Representatives at 
this time, I interacted with these offi-
cers on a regular basis. Their tragic, 
violent deaths profoundly affected us 
all. 

We want these officers’ family mem-
bers and friends to know that these two 
fine police officers did not die in vain; 
if not for their courageous and imme-
diate response, many more innocent 
people could have been injured or 
killed on that day in 1998. 

On this date, we take a moment to 
remember the sacrifice made by these 
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law enforcement officers on our behalf. 
We keep them, their families, friends, 
and former colleagues in our thoughts 
and prayers. 

I also want to take this opportunity 
to thank all law enforcement officers 
serving at the local, State, and Federal 
level who put their lives on the line for 
the American public every day. Our 
Nation is fortunate to have so many 
fine men and women serving as law en-
forcement officers in Mississippi and 
across the Nation. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 

Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, in an era 
when Congress is actively debating 
health care programs that are of enor-
mous consequence to our economy and 
our collective future, it is important to 
acknowledge that today, Medicare and 
Medicaid play an essential role in en-
suring access to health and long-term 
care services for nearly 100 million 
Americans. In fact, these programs are 
embedded in the daily lives of nearly 
one of every three Americans. 

Medicaid is the program that cur-
rently pays for about half of all long- 
term care services in our country. 
Jointly financed and administered by 
states and the Federal Government, it 
is a program that all of us—taxpayers 
and beneficiaries and health care pro-
viders alike—have a major stake in 
seeing continue and succeed. 

As chairman of the Senate Special 
Committee on Aging, I know that for 
millions of older and disabled Ameri-
cans who are confronting the need for 
long-term care services, anxieties are 
often high. The costs associated with 
long-term care can be catastrophic, 
and many families turn to Medicaid for 
assistance. 

In many parts of the country, Med-
icaid offers only limited choices of 
where and how to receive services. 
However, I am pleased and proud that a 
few States, Wisconsin among them, 
have developed Medicaid programs that 
are designed to offer beneficiaries real 
choices in where they will receive long- 
term care. The choices usually include 
nursing homes, assisted living resi-
dences, adult daycare, and personal 
care services delivered at home. Wis-
consin and some other states are also 
increasingly offering beneficiaries the 
option to self-direct their care through 
programs that allow them to directly 
hire an aide—perhaps a family member 
or a friend—who can provide personal 
care within the confines of an approved 
individual budget. 

Wisconsin’s Medicaid managed care 
program that covers long-term services 
and supports is known as Family Care, 
and it is one that the state has worked 
to develop for many years under sev-
eral administrations, starting with 
former Governor Tommy Thompson. 
Family Care is well ahead of where 
many States are in terms of offering 
older adults and those with disabilities 
a real choice of how and where they 
can receive long-term care services. 

Today, one in five Wisconsin seniors 
and individuals with disabilities are 
enrolled in Medicaid. A similar propor-
tion in six other States—California, 
Mississippi, Vermont, Louisiana, New 
York and Maine, as well as the District 
of Columbia, rely on the program. In 
every State, the number of older adults 
and individuals with disabilities who 
are enrolled in the program numbers is 
in the tens of thousands, hundreds of 
thousands, or millions. Last year, 
321,700 seniors and individuals with dis-
abilities in Wisconsin received cov-
erage through Medicaid. 

During the last several weeks, I have 
heard a great deal from constituents— 
beneficiaries, aging and disability or-
ganizations, and officials—who have 
expressed concern about recent devel-
opments in Family Care. It is my un-
derstanding that the state budget that 
was recently signed into law includes a 
provision to cap, or freeze, the number 
of individuals in the program, and 
thereby remove the ability of those 
who become eligible in the future to 
choose whether they wish to receive 
services in a nursing home, at home, or 
in a community-based setting such as 
an assisted living residence. 

The State anticipates that the cap 
could save $265 million in the 2011–2013 
budget. Yet predictions also abound 
that waiting lists for home and com-
munity-based services for newly eligi-
ble beneficiaries will begin to rapidly 
grow again, after a period of years in 
which the Family Care Program 
worked to eliminate delays in receiv-
ing services. Such delays could prove 
costly, because when appropriate and 
cost-effective interventions cannot be 
accessed by frail elders and individuals 
with disabilities, more medically in-
tensive services are likely to be re-
quired later. Moreover, individuals who 
wish to receive lower cost in-home 
services—but who may find that insti-
tutionally based care is their only op-
tion—are predicted to wind up costing 
some counties significantly more. 

This year, with the first cohort of 
boomers turning 65, we are launching 
our Nation’s ‘‘age wave.’’ It is an excit-
ing era for older adults, and it will be 
accompanied by new possibilities and 
challenges for our country. Wisconsin, 
which is aging more rapidly than many 
States, has a clear responsibility to 
continue to provide the best possible 
long-term care services to each and 
every one of its older and disabled citi-
zens. In the coming weeks and months, 
I urge State and local officials to work 
closely and cooperatively with the Fed-
eral Government to keep Family Care 
strong. Over the last 12 years, Family 
Care has proven itself to be a valuable, 
popular, and cost-effective program— 
one that can be improved, yes, but one 
that also has a proven track record. It 
is my hope, and the hope of tens of 
thousands of beneficiaries of the pro-
gram, that it will be preserved and 
carefully protected. 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

CAMBRIDGE INTERNATIONAL 
∑ Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, today I 
wish to congratulate Cambridge Inter-
national, Inc., the world’s largest man-
ufacturer of metal belting and wire 
cloth, on the occasion of its 100th anni-
versary. Cambridge International is a 
thriving, dynamic manufacturing com-
pany that is a testament to the resil-
iency of American manufacturing. The 
company is located in Cambridge on 
Maryland’s Eastern Shore and is a 
world leader in engineering and manu-
facturing metal mesh, conveyor belts, 
wire cloth, filter leaves, and other in-
dustrial materials. The company ex-
ports its products worldwide, requiring 
sales facilities in the U.S., Mexico, and 
Brazil. 

Since the company was founded on 
September 17, 1911, Cambridge Inter-
national has grown to more than 400 
employees and has three divisions: In-
dustrial Belting, Architectural Mesh 
and, most recently, Environmental 
Technologies, CET. CET is developing 
new products to meet the needs of 
older existing manufacturers. Starting 
with the firm’s own headquarters, CET 
has completed a $4.8 million renovation 
that included installing energy effi-
cient heating, ventilation, and cooling, 
HVAC, and lighting systems and bath-
room and equipment upgrades. Instal-
lation of a wood waste gasification sys-
tem will ultimately allow Cambridge 
to power new production equipment in 
its manufacturing facilities. CET prod-
uct offerings include an electrostatic 
precipitator, ESP, that functions at an 
efficiency level above the Environ-
mental Protection Agency’s pollution 
control standards for components for 
major waste-to-energy projects. Cam-
bridge International is hiring 36 new 
employees to support its new green 
manufacturing division and CET is cre-
ating a green job market that will con-
tinue to grow and offer expanding em-
ployment opportunities. 

Cambridge International is a valued 
business and employer in Maryland. As 
Cambridge International celebrates its 
first 100 years of manufacturing, I ask 
my colleagues to join me in looking 
forward to Cambridge’s next century of 
manufacturing innovation.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages from the President of the 

United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec-
retaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
As in executive session the Presiding 

Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 
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MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 10:04 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, without amendment: 

S. 1103. An act to extend the term of the in-
cumbent Director of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
At 2:18 p.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

S. 1103. An act to extend the term of the in-
cumbent Director of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. INOUYE). 

At 3:07 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 1383) to temporarily preserve 
higher rates of tuition and fees for pro-
grams of education at non-public insti-
tutions of higher learning pursued by 
individuals in the Post-9/11 Educational 
Assistance Program of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs before the enact-
ment of the Post-9/11 Veterans Edu-
cational Assistance Improvements Act 
of 2010, and for other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES DISCHARGED 
The following bill was discharged 

from the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs, and returned to 
the House of Representatives by unani-
mous consent: 

H.R. 1309. An act to extend the authoriza-
tion of the national flood insurance program, 
to achieve reforms to improve the financial 
integrity and stability of the program, and 
to increase the role of private markets in the 
management of flood insurance risk, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 
The following bill was read the first 

time: 
S. 1420. A bill to require that the United 

States Government prioritize all obligations 
on the debt held by the public, Social Secu-
rity benefits, and military pay in the event 
that the debt limit is reached, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 
The Secretary of the Senate reported 

that on today, July 26, 2011, she had 
presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled 
bill: 

S. 1103. An act to extend the term of teh in-
cumbent Director of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 

accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2636. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Chlorantraniliprole; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 8875–5) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 25, 2011; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–2637. A communication from the Con-
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Movement 
of Hass Avocados from Areas Where Medi-
terranean Fruit Fly or South American 
Fruit Fly Exist’’ ((RIN0579–AD34) (Docket 
No. APHIS–2010–0127)) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on July 25, 
2011; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–2638. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Livestock and Seed Programs, 
Department of Agriculture, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Beef Promotion and Research; Reapportion-
ment’’ (AMS–LS–10–0086) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 
25, 2011; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2639. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
grams, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Grapes Grown in a Designated Area of 
Southeastern California; Section 610 Re-
view’’ (Doc. No. AMS–FV–06–0185; FV06–925– 
610 Review) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 25, 2011; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–2640. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
grams, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Olives Grown in California; Decreased As-
sessment Rate’’ (Doc. No. AMS–FV–10–0115; 
FV11–932–1 FIR) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 25, 2011; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–2641. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
grams, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Marketing Order Regulating the Handling 
of Spearmint Oil Produced in the Far West; 
Revision of the Salable Quantity and Allot-
ment Percentage for Class 3 (Native) Spear-
mint Oil for the 2010–2011 Marketing Year’’ 
(Doc. No. AMS–FV–09–0082; FV10–985–1A FIR) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 25, 2011; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2642. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
grams, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Mango Promotion, Research, and Informa-
tion Order; Reapportionment’’ (Doc. No. 
AMS–FV–10–0092) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on July 25, 2011; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–2643. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
grams, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Vidalia Onions Grown in Georgia; Change 

in Late Payment and Interest Requirements 
on Past Due Assessments’’ (Doc. No. AMS– 
FV–11–0016; FV11–955–1 FR) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on July 
25, 2011; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2644. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
grams, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Raisins Produced from Grapes Grown in 
California; Increase in Desirable Carryout 
Used to Compute Trade Demand’’ (Doc. No. 
AMS–FV–11–0013; FV11–989–1 FR) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
July 25, 2011; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2645. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
grams, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Irish Potatoes Grown in Washington; De-
creased Assessment Rate’’ (Doc. No. AMS– 
FV–11–0012; FV11–946–2 FIR) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on July 
25, 2011; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2646. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
grams, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Watermelon Research and Promotion Plan; 
Redistricting and Importer Representation’’ 
(Doc. No. AMS–FV–10–0093) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on July 
25, 2011; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2647. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
grams, Agricultural Marketing Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Nectarines and Peaches Grown in Cali-
fornia; Suspension of Handling Require-
ments’’ (Doc. No. AMS–FV–11–0019; FV11–916/ 
917–5 FIR) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on July 25, 2011; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–2648. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
a violation of the Antideficiency Act that oc-
curred within the Operation and Mainte-
nance Army accounts and was assigned 
Army case number 08–07; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

EC–2649. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
a violation of the Antideficiency Act that oc-
curred within the Department of the Air 
Force and was assigned Air Force case num-
ber 10–05; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions. 

EC–2650. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of Vice Admiral 
Derwood C. Curtis, United States Navy, and 
his advancement to the grade of vice admiral 
on the retired list; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–2651. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi-
ness), transmitting a report on the approved 
retirement of Vice Admiral Bernard J. 
McCullough III, United States Navy, and his 
advancement to the grade of vice admiral on 
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–2652. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency that was declared in 
Executive Order 12947 with respect to terror-
ists who threaten to disrupt the Middle East 
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peace process; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2653. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform Act and the 
Department’s applicable regulations with 
references to or requirements of reliance on 
credit ratings; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2654. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘In the 
Matter of Amendment of Parts 73 and 74 of 
the Commission’s Rules to Establish Rules 
for Digital Low Power Television, Television 
Translator, and Television Booster Stations 
and to Amend Rules for Digital Class A Tele-
vision Stations, Second Report and Order’’ 
(MB Docket No. 03–185, FCC 11–110) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 22, 2011; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2655. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Television 
Broadcasting Services; El Paso, Texas’’ (MB 
Docket No. 11–74) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on July 22, 2011; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2656. A communication from the Chief 
of the Policy Division, International Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘In the Matter of Reporting Re-
quirements for U.S. Providers of Inter-
national Telecommunications Services 
Amendment of Part 43 of the Commission’s 
Rules’’ (IB Docket No. 04–112) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on July 
22, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2657. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, the Uniform Resource 
Locator (URL) for a report entitled ‘‘Non- 
Binding Determination: Superfund Deficient 
PRP Deliverables Memo’’ received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 
25, 2011; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–2658. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revisions to the 
California State Implementation Plan, 
Northern Sierra Air Quality Management 
District, Sacramento Metropolitan Air Qual-
ity Management District, and South Coast 
Air Quality Management District’’ (FRL No. 
9279–3) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on July 25, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2659. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revisions to the 
California State Implementation Plan, Plac-
er County Air Pollution Control District and 
Feather River Air Quality Management Dis-
trict’’ (FRL No. 9439–1) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on July 25, 
2011; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–2660. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Air Quality Implementation 
Plans; Pennsylvania; Determinations of At-
tainment of the 1997 Fine Particle Standard 

for the Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carlisle, Johns-
town, Lancaster, York, and Reading Non-
attainment Areas’’ (FRL No. 9445–1) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 25, 2011; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–2661. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Interim Final De-
termination to Defer Sanctions, San Joaquin 
Valley Unified Air Pollution Control Dis-
trict, California’’ (FRL No. 9444–7) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 25, 2011; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–2662. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Highway Use Tax; 
Filing and Payment for Taxable Period Be-
ginning July 1, 2011’’ (RIN1545–BK36) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 22, 2011; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–2663. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Modifications of 
Certain Derivative Contracts’’ (RIN1545–K14) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 22, 2011; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–2664. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Regulations, Social Security 
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revisions 
to Direct Fee Payment Rules’’ (RIN0960–H21) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 25, 2011; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–2665. A communication from the Regu-
lations Officer, Social Security Administra-
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Electronic Substi-
tutions for Form SSA–538’’ (RIN0960–AH02) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 22, 2011; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–2666. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a pro-
posed amendment to parts 120, 122, 123, and 
129 of the International Traffic in Arms Reg-
ulations (ITAR); to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

EC–2667. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed technical as-
sistance agreement for the export of defense 
articles, including, technical data, and de-
fense services to Sweden for the design, de-
velopment, operation, . . . and sale of the 
Auxiliary Power and Engine Start System 
(APESS) for use in the JAS 39 Gripen air-
craft and Next Generation Gripen aircraft in 
the amount of $50,000,000 or more; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2668. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed technical as-
sistance agreement for the export of defense 
articles, including, technical data, and de-
fense services to the Rolling Airframe Mis-
sile (RAM) Guided Missile Weapon System 
(GMWS) to the Armed Forces of the United 
Arab Emirates in the amount of $50,000,000 or 
more; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–2669. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Legislative 

Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed technical as-
sistance agreement for the export of defense 
articles, including, technical data, and de-
fense services to support the Proton launch 
of the Turksat 4A Commercial Communica-
tion Satellites from the Baikonur 
Cosmodrome in Kazakhstan in the amount of 
$50,000,000 or more; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

EC–2670. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed technical as-
sistance agreement for the export of defense 
articles, including, technical data, and de-
fense services to support the Proton launch 
of the SES–6 Commercial Communication 
Satellite from the Baikonur Cosmodrome in 
Kazakhstan in the amount of $50,000,000 or 
more; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–2671. A communication from the Man-
ager of the BioPreferred Program, Office of 
Procurement and Property Management, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Designation of Biobased Items for Federal 
Procurement’’ (RIN0503–AA36) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
July 25, 2011; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2672. A communication from the Senior 
Counsel for Regulatory Affairs, Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau, Department of 
the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Identification 
of Enforceable Rules and Orders’’ (12 CFR 
Chapter X) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 25, 2011; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–2673. A communication from the Attor-
ney, Consumer Financial Protection Bureau, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Alternative Mortgage Transaction Parity 
(Regulation D)’’ (RIN3170–AA04) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
July 22, 2011; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–2674. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Commission, Bureau of Con-
sumer Protection, Federal Trade Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Premerger Notifica-
tion; Reporting and Waiting Period Require-
ments’’ (RIN3084–AA91) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on July 25, 
2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2675. A communication from the Assist-
ant Administrator for Fisheries, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘2010 Status 
of U.S. Fisheries’’; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
The following petition or memorial 

was laid before the Senate and was re-
ferred or ordered to lie on the table as 
indicated: 

POM–60. A resolution adopted by the House 
of Representatives of the State of Michigan 
memorializing Congress and the United 
States Drug Enforcement Agency to make it 
illegal to possess, use, or sell the drugs 
MDPV and Mephedrone; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 53 
Whereas, MDPV (methylenedioxypyro-

valerone) and mephedrone are the 
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main ingredients of underground drug prod-
ucts being marketed as ‘‘bath salts’’ or 
‘‘plant food,’’ and which are being sold on-
line, at convenience stores, and in smoke 
shops under names like Tranquility, Zoom, 
Ivory Wave, Red Dove, and Vanilla Sky. Ac-
cording to numerous reports, the chemicals 
found in these bath salts and plant foods 
cause effects similar to those caused by co-
caine and methamphetamines, including hal-
lucinations, paranoia, and suicidal thoughts. 
In one case a user was reported to have re-
sorted to self-mutilation after abusing the 
substance. In several cases, users have died 
after overdosing or because of violent behav-
ior; and 

Whereas, law enforcement personnel need 
the authority to get MDPV and mephedrone 
off the streets and prosecute people who are 
trying to profit from selling these dangerous 
drugs. State and local law enforcement offi-
cials in dozens of states have encountered 
MDPV or mephedrone in the last two years. 
Absent restrictions on their possession, use, 
or sale, law enforcement can only watch as 
MDPV and mephedrone abuse becomes more 
widespread; and 

Whereas, MDPV and mephedrone should be 
placed in schedule I of the federal controlled 
substances list. Schedule I is reserved for the 
most dangerous drugs, such as heroin and 
LSD, which have no recognized medical use 
and a high potential for abuse. MDPV and 
mephedrone meet the statutory require-
ments for placement into schedule I and be-
long in this group; now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, 
That we memorialize Congress and the 
United States Drug Enforcement Agency to 
make it illegal to possess, use, or sell the 
drugs MDPV and mephedrone; and be it fur-
ther 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to the President of the United 
States Senate, the Speaker of the United 
States House of Representatives, the mem-
bers of the Michigan congressional delega-
tion, and the administrator of the United 
States Drug Enforcement Agency. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. KERRY for the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

*Derek J. Mitchell, of Connecticut, to be 
Special Representative and Policy Coordi-
nator for Burma, with the rank of Ambas-
sador. 

*Jeffrey DeLaurentis, of New York, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Counselor, to be Alternate Rep-
resentative of the United States of America 
for Special Political Affairs in the United 
Nations, with the rank of Ambassador. 

*Jeffrey DeLaurentis, of New York, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Counselor, to be an Alternate Rep-
resentative of the United States of America 
to the Sessions of the General Assembly of 
the United Nations, during his tenure of 
service as Alternate Representative of the 
United States of America for Special Polit-
ical Affairs in the United Nations. 

*David S. Adams, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be an Assistant Secretary of State 
(Legislative Affairs). 

*Thomas M. Countryman, of Washington, a 
Career Member of the Senior Foreign Serv-
ice, Class of Minister-Counselor, to be an As-
sistant Secretary of State (International Se-
curity and Non-Proliferation). 

*Frankie Annette Reed, of Maryland, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 

Class of Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
the Fiji Islands, and to serve concurrently 
and without additional compensation as Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to the Re-
public of Nauru, the Kingdom of Tonga, 
Tuvalu, and the Republic of Kiribati. 

Nominee: Frankie Annette Reed. 
Post: U.S. Embassy Suva. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: $1,000, 10/13/2008, Obama Victory 

Fund. 
2. Spouse: Jean Nyame: None. 
3. Children and Spouses: Brett Calhoun: 

None. 
4. Parents: Frank Reed—deceased; Anne 

Reed: None. 
5. Grandparents: Sam and Rosa Fulwood— 

deceased; James and Beatrice Reed—de-
ceased. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: No siblings. 
7. Sisters and Spouses: No siblings. 

*Paul D. Wohlers, of Washington, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to the Republic of Mac-
edonia. 

Nominee: Paul D. Wohlers. 
POST: Skopje, Macedonia. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best knowledge, the informa-
tion contained in this report is complete and 
accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: none. 
2. Spouse: Mary Wohlers: none. 
3. Children and Spouses: Rachel Ostrye 

(Wohlers), none; Ryan Ostrye (spouse), none; 
Julia Wohlers, $25.00, 7/08, John McCain; Jes-
sica Wohlers, none. 

4. Parents: Barbara Wohlers, none; Lester 
Wohlers—deceased. 

5. Grandparents: Dietrich Wohlers—de-
ceased; Camilla Wohlers—deceased; Miller 
Dashner—deceased; Ethel Dashner—de-
ceased. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: Laurence 
Wohlers, none; Ann Wohlers (spouse), none; 
Douglas Wohlers, none; Kazuko Wohlers 
(spouse), none. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: n/a. 

*William H. Moser, of North Carolina, a 
Career Member of the Senior Foreign Serv-
ice, Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to the Re-
public of Moldova. 

Nominee: William H. Moser 
Post: Moldova 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, Amount, Date, and Donee: 
1. Self: $100, 2008, DNC; $100, 2010, DNC. 
2. Spouse: Marie C. Moser: $100, 2008, DNC. 
3. Children: Daniel G. Moser, none; Stephen 

A. Moser, none; Rebecca E. Moser, none. 
4. Parents: Grady V. Moser—deceased; 

Leon S. Moser—deceased. 

5. Grandparents: Maternal: William Vernon 
Sigman—deceased; Mertie S. Sigman—de-
ceased; Paternal: Thurston Henry Moser—de-
ceased; Sarah Hamlin Moser—deceased. 

6. Brother and Spouse: Leon S. Moser, 
none; Carolyn H. Moser, none. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: None. 

*Earl Anthony Wayne, of Maryland, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Personal Rank of Career Ambassador, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America 
to Mexico. 

Nominee: Earl Anthony Wayne. 
Post: Mexico. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: 0, —, —. 
2. Spouse: Pamela: $600.00, June, Oct. ’08, 

Obama for America; $200.00, Oct. ’08, Democ-
racy for America; $100.00, Jan. ’09, Hillary 
Clinton Committee. 

3. Children and Spouses: Justin A. Wayne, 
$130.00, Feb., Mar., April ’08, Obama for 
America. Kristen A. Wayne, $75.00, Sep-
tember ’08, Obama for America. 

4. Parents: Deceased. 
5. Grandparents: Deceased. 
6. Brothers and Spouses: N/A. 
7. Sisters and Spouses: N/A. 

*Arnold A. Chacon, of Virginia, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Guatemala. 

Nominee: Arnold A. Chacon. 
Post: Guatemala. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: None. 
2. Spouse: None. 
3. Children and Spouses: None. 
4. Parents: None. 
5. Grandparents: None. 
6. Brothers and Spouses: John Chacon: $50, 

2010, Gary Brown for Detroit City Council. 
George Chacon: $25/yr., 2008–2010, Colorado 
Democratic Party. George Chacon: $10, 2008, 
Hillary for President. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: None. 

*Sung Y. Kim, of California, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to the Republic of Korea. 

Nominee: Sung Y. Kim. 
Post: Republic of Korea. 
(The following is a list of all members of 

my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
1. Self: None. 
2. Spouse: Jae-eun Chung, None. 
3. Children and Spouses: Erica Kim, Erin 

Kim, None. 
4. Parents: Hyunja Kim, Kiwan Kim, None. 
5. Grandparents: Deceased, None. 
6. Brothers and Spouses: Joon Y. Kim, 

None. 
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7. Sisters and Spouses: Sunyoung Nosaka, 

None; Masaki Nosaka, None; Heakyung 
Park, None; Youngjin Park, None; Induk 
Song, None; Alan Song, None. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Foreign Relations I re-
port favorably the following nomina-
tion lists which were printed in the 
RECORD on the dates indicated, and ask 
unanimous consent, to save the ex-
pense of reprinting on the Executive 
Calendar that these nominations lie at 
the Secretary’s desk for the informa-
tion of Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

*Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Ross Ellis Hagan and ending with 
Willem H. Brakel, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on April 8, 2011. 

*Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Timothy C. Cannon and ending with 
Mark Jeffrey Hipp, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 11, 2011. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. SANDERS (for himself, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. LEAHY, and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 1414. A bill to amend the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 to estab-
lish a community-supported agriculture pro-
motion program; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
AKAKA, and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 1415. A bill to establish certain duties 
for pharmacies to ensure provision of Food 
and Drug Administration-approved contra-
ception, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KERRY (for himself and Mr. 
FRANKEN): 

S. 1416. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to increase the min-
imum loss ratio required of Medigap policies; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 
S. 1417. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to modify the credit for 
qualified fuel cell motor vehicles and to 
allow the credit for certain off-highway vehi-
cles, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. PRYOR (for himself and Ms. 
LANDRIEU): 

S. 1418. A bill to authorize appropriations 
for grants to the States participating in the 
Emergency Management Assistance Com-
pact, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
UDALL of New Mexico, and Mrs. SHA-
HEEN): 

S. 1419. A bill to prevent the use of stored 
value cards and other electronic fund access 
means as methods for currency smuggling or 
money laundering; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. TOOMEY (for himself, Mr. VIT-
TER, Mr. PAUL, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. LEE, 
Mr. RISCH, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. HOEVEN, 
Mr. COATS, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. BOOZ-
MAN, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. COBURN, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HATCH, 
Mr. HELLER, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Wisconsin, Mr. KIRK, Mr. LUGAR, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. WICKER, 
Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. BLUNT, 
and Mr. CORKER): 

S. 1420. A bill to require that the United 
States Government prioritize all obligations 
on the debt held by the public, Social Secu-
rity benefits, and military pay in the event 
that the debt limit is reached, and for other 
purposes; read the first time. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado): 

S. 1421. A bill to authorize the Peace Corps 
Commemorative Foundation to establish a 
commemorative work in the District of Co-
lumbia and its environs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
S. Res. 238. A resolution designating the 

third week in January 2012 as ‘‘Teen Cancer 
Awareness Week’’; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. AKAKA (for himself and Mr. 
INOUYE): 

S. Res. 239. A resolution acknowledging the 
contributions and sacrifices of the young 
men who served as colonists on behalf of the 
United States in the Federal occupation of 
the islands of Howland, Baker, Jarvis, Can-
ton, and Enderbury from 1935 through 1942, 
facilitating the United States claim of juris-
diction over such islands; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 260 

At the request of Mr. THUNE, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
260, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to repeal the requirement 
for reduction of survivor annuities 
under the Survivor Benefit Plan by 
veterans’ dependency and indemnity 
compensation. 

S. 510 

At the request of Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico, the name of the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. LAUTENBERG) was 
added as a cosponsor of S. 510, a bill to 
prevent drunk driving injuries and fa-
talities, and for other purposes. 

S. 539 

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 539, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Services Act and the So-
cial Security Act to extend health in-
formation technology assistance eligi-

bility to behavioral health, mental 
health, and substance abuse profes-
sionals and facilities, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 866 

At the request of Mr. THUNE, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
866, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to modify the per-fiscal 
year calculation of days of certain ac-
tive duty or active service used to re-
duce the minimum age at which a 
member of a reserve component of the 
uniformed services may retire for non- 
regular service. 

S. 951 

At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 951, a bill to improve the 
provision of Federal transition, reha-
bilitation, vocational, and unemploy-
ment benefits to members of the 
Armed Forces and veterans, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 968 

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
968, a bill to prevent online threats to 
economic creativity and theft of intel-
lectual property, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1025 

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1025, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to enhance the na-
tional defense through empowerment 
of the National Guard, enhancement of 
the functions of the National Guard 
Bureau, and improvement of Federal- 
State military coordination in domes-
tic emergency response, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1034 

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1034, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to equalize the 
exclusion from gross income of parking 
and transportation fringe benefits and 
to provide for a common cost-of-living 
adjustment, and for other purposes. 

S. 1048 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1048, a bill to expand sanctions 
imposed with respect to the Islamic 
Republic of Iran, North Korea, and 
Syria, and for other purposes. 

S. 1131 

At the request of Mrs. HAGAN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1131, a bill to authorize 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, acting through the Director 
of the Centers for Disease Control and 
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Prevention, to establish and implement 
a birth defects prevention, risk reduc-
tion, and public awareness program. 

S. 1167 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON of 

South Dakota, the name of the Senator 
from Hawaii (Mr. INOUYE) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 1167, a bill to amend 
the Public Health Service Act to im-
prove the diagnosis and treatment of 
hereditary hemorrhagic telangiectasia, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1280 
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the 

names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN), the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY), the Senator from 
New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Sen-
ator from Missouri (Mrs. MCCASKILL) 
and the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 1280, a bill to amend the Peace Corps 
Act to require sexual assault risk-re-
duction and response training, and the 
development of sexual assault protocol 
and guidelines, the establishment of 
victims advocates, the establishment 
of a Sexual Assault Advisory Council, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1350 
At the request of Mr. COONS, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1350, a bill to expand the re-
search, prevention, and awareness ac-
tivities of the Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention and the National 
Institutes of Health with respect to 
pulmonary fibrosis, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1359 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1359, a bill to make the National Parks 
and Federal Recreation Lands Pass 
available at a discount to members of 
the Armed Forces and veterans. 

S. 1385 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1385, a bill to terminate the $1 presi-
dential coin program. 

S. 1395 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
CHAMBLISS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1395, a bill to ensure that all Ameri-
cans have access to waivers from the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act. 

S. RES. 175 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 175, a resolution expressing 
the sense of the Senate with respect to 
ongoing violations of the territorial in-
tegrity and sovereignty of Georgia and 
the importance of a peaceful and just 
resolution to the conflict within Geor-
gia’s internationally recognized bor-
ders. 

S. RES. 185 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

his name was added as a cosponsor of 

S. Res. 185, a resolution reaffirming the 
commitment of the United States to a 
negotiated settlement of the Israeli- 
Palestinian conflict through direct 
Israeli-Palestinian negotiations, re-
affirming opposition to the inclusion of 
Hamas in a unity government unless it 
is willing to accept peace with Israel 
and renounce violence, and declaring 
that Palestinian efforts to gain rec-
ognition of a state outside direct nego-
tiations demonstrates absence of a 
good faith commitment to peace nego-
tiations, and will have implications for 
continued United States aid. 

S. RES. 216 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 

names of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN), the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Ms. LANDRIEU) and the Senator 
from Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 216, a resolu-
tion encouraging women’s political 
participation in Saudi Arabia. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. KERRY (for himself and 
Mr. FRANKEN): 

S. 1416. A bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to increase the 
minimum loss ratio required of 
Medigap policies; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, the Af-
fordable Care Act helped to ensure that 
insurance companies spend a substan-
tial portion of premium dollars on 
medical care and health care quality 
improvement, rather than on adminis-
trative costs and profits. However, due 
to remaining discrepancies not all 
Medicare beneficiaries are afforded the 
same protection under the law. 

Medical loss ratios make the insur-
ance marketplace more transparent 
and make it easier for consumers to 
purchase plans that provide better 
value for their money. Beginning this 
year, the medical loss ratio provision 
in the Affordable Care Act requires in-
surance policies sold in the individual 
and small group markets to spend 80 
percent of premium dollars on medical 
care. Policies sold in the large group 
market are required to spend 85 per-
cent of premium dollars on medical 
care. Insurance companies that fail to 
meet this standard are required to pro-
vide a rebate to their customers begin-
ning in 2012. 

The Affordable Care Act also re-
quired Medicare Advantage plans to 
spend 85 percent of premium dollars on 
medical care starting in 2014 or they 
would be required to refund the dif-
ference to the Federal Government. 

Compared to most other insurance 
products, Medigap policies now have 
lower statutory minimums for the per-
centage of premium dollars that must 
be spent on medical care. Under cur-
rent law, Medigap policies must meet a 
minimum medical loss ratio of 65 per-
cent in the individual market and 75 
percent in the group market. 

In 1990, Congress first passed legisla-
tion standardizing Medigap policies 

and instituting minimum MLR stand-
ards in reaction to evidence of wide-
spread sale of duplicative policies with 
high overhead. Today, more than 9 mil-
lion Medicare beneficiaries purchase 
private supplemental Medigap policies 
to help cover cost sharing and 
deductibles in traditional Medicare. 

The Medigap Medical Loss Ratio Im-
provement Act updates the MLR stand-
ards for Medigap insurers, increasing 
the percentages to levels put forth in 
health reform for other products. Spe-
cifically, it will raise the MLR from 65 
percent to 80 percent in the individual 
market and from 75 percent to 85 per-
cent in the group marketplace. To give 
insurers time to prepare for this 
change, it would not become effective 
until 2014. 

This legislation is endorsed by orga-
nizations representing millions of sen-
ior citizens and consumers of all ages, 
including: AARP, AFSCME, Alliance of 
Retired Americans, Center for Medi-
care Advocacy, Community Catalyst, 
Families USA, Health Care for America 
Now, Medicare Rights Center, National 
Council on Aging, and the National 
Senior Citizens Law Center. 

In endorsing the bill, AARP high-
lights that, ‘‘AARP supports this 
change because it will provide greater 
transparency and accountability for 
expenditures made by health insurance 
issuers, and encourage them to become 
more efficient in their operations to 
help ensure that consumers receive fair 
value for their premium dollars.’’ 

The reforms in this bill would ensure 
that Medigap enrollees receive the 
same value for their premium dollars 
that is afforded to every other Amer-
ican family. I look forward to working 
with my colleagues in the Senate to 
pass this legislation. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 238—DESIG-
NATING THE THIRD WEEK IN 
JANUARY 2012 AS ‘‘TEEN CANCER 
AWARENESS WEEK’’ 

Mr. MENENDEZ submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 238 

Whereas cancer among adolescents is rare, 
but is still the leading cause of death from 
disease in teenagers between 15 and 19 years 
of age; 

Whereas teen cancer patients receive 
treatment at a number of different medical 
establishments, including pediatric hos-
pitals, pediatric oncology centers, and adult 
cancer facilities; 

Whereas teen cancer patients may feel out 
of place in any of these settings if their clin-
ical and psychosocial needs are not met; 

Whereas 40 percent of cancer patients aged 
14 and younger are enrolled in clinical trials, 
compared with only 9 percent of cancer pa-
tients between the ages of 15 and 24; 

Whereas teens with cancer have unique 
concerns about their education, social lives, 
body image, and infertility, among other 
concerns, and their needs may be misunder-
stood or unacknowledged; 
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Whereas many adolescent cancer survivors 

have difficulty readjusting to school and so-
cial settings, and experience anxiety, and in 
some cases face increased learning difficul-
ties; and 

Whereas there exists an undeniable need 
not only to understand the biological and 
clinical needs of teens with cancer, and to 
seek the prevention of cancer in teens, but 
also to increase awareness in the larger com-
munity about the unique challenges facing 
teens with cancer: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate designates the 
third week in January 2012 as ‘‘Teen Cancer 
Awareness Week’’ in order to promote aware-
ness about teen cancers and the unique med-
ical and social needs of teens with cancer. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 239—AC-
KNOWLEDGING THE CONTRIBU-
TIONS AND SACRIFICES OF THE 
YOUNG MEN WHO SERVED AS 
COLONISTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
UNITED STATES IN THE FED-
ERAL OCCUPATION OF THE IS-
LANDS OF HOWLAND, BAKER, 
JARVIS, CANTON, AND 
ENDERBURY FROM 1935 THROUGH 
1942, FACILITATING THE UNITED 
STATES CLAIM OF JURISDICTION 
OVER SUCH ISLANDS 

Mr. AKAKA (for himself and Mr. 
INOUYE) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 239 

Whereas in the mid-19th century, the 
Guano Islands Act (48 U.S.C. 1411 et seq.) en-
abled companies from the United States to 
mine guano from a number of islands in the 
Equatorial Pacific; 

Whereas after several decades, when the 
guano was depleted, such companies aban-
doned mining activities, leaving the islands 
open to British exploitation; 

Whereas in the 1930s, military and com-
mercial interest in Central Pacific air routes 
between Australia and California led to a de-
sire by the United States to claim the is-
lands of Howland, Baker, and Jarvis, al-
though the ownership of such islands was un-
clear; 

Whereas in 1935, a secret Department of 
Commerce colonization plan was instituted, 
aimed at placing citizens of the United 
States as colonists on the remote islands of 
Howland, Baker, and Jarvis; 

Whereas to avoid conflicts with inter-
national law, which prevented colonization 
by active military personnel, the United 
States sought the participation of fur-
loughed military personnel and Native Ha-
waiian civilians in the colonization project; 

Whereas William T. Miller, Superintendent 
of Airways at the Department of Commerce, 
was appointed to lead the colonization 
project, traveled to Hawaii in February 1935, 
met with Albert F. Judd, Trustee of Kameha-
meha Schools and the Bishop Museum, and 
agreed that recent graduates and students of 
the Kamehameha School for Boys would 
make ideal colonists for the project; 

Whereas the ideal Hawaiian candidates 
were candidates who could ‘‘fish in the na-
tive manner, swim excellently, handle a 
boat, be disciplined, friendly, and unat-
tached’’; 

Whereas on March 30, 1935, the United 
States Coast Guard Cutter Itasca departed 
from Honolulu Harbor in great secrecy with 
6 young Hawaiians aboard, all recent grad-
uates of Kamehameha Schools, and 12 fur-
loughed army personnel, whose purpose was 

to occupy the barren islands of Howland, 
Baker, and Jarvis in teams of 5 for 3 months; 

Whereas in June 1935, after a successful 
first tour, the furloughed army personnel 
were ordered off the islands and replaced 
with additional Kamehameha Schools alum-
ni, thus leaving the islands under the exclu-
sive occupation of the 4 Native Hawaiians on 
each island; 

Whereas the duties of the colonists while 
on the island were to record weather condi-
tions, cultivate plants, maintain a daily log, 
record the types of fish that were caught, ob-
serve bird life, and collect specimens for the 
Bishop Museum; 

Whereas the successful year-long occupa-
tion by the colonists directly enabled Presi-
dent Franklin D. Roosevelt to issue Execu-
tive Order 7368 on May 13, 1936, which pro-
claimed that the islands of Howland, Baker, 
and Jarvis were under the jurisdiction of the 
United States; 

Whereas multiple Federal agencies vied for 
the right to administer the colonization 
project, including the Department of Com-
merce, the Department of the Interior, and 
the Navy Department, but jurisdiction was 
ultimately granted to the Department of the 
Interior; 

Whereas under the Department of the Inte-
rior, the colonization project emphasized 
weather data and radio communication, 
which brought about the recruitment of a 
number of Asian radiomen and aerologists; 

Whereas under the Department of the Inte-
rior, the colonization project also expanded 
beyond the Kamehameha Schools to include 
Hawaiians and non-Hawaiians from other 
schools in Hawaii; 

Whereas in 1937, in preparation for Amelia 
Earhart’s arrival on Howland island, the 
colonists constructed a landing field, readied 
a shower and bedroom for her, and prepared 
a performance for her, but she never arrived, 
having disappearing en route to the island on 
July 2, 1937; 

Whereas in March of 1938 the United States 
also claimed and colonized the islands of 
Canton and Enderbury, maintaining that 
such colonization was in furtherance of com-
mercial aviation and not for military pur-
poses; 

Whereas the risk of living on such remote 
islands meant that emergency medical care 
was not less than 5 days away, and such dis-
tance proved fatal for Carl Kahalewai, who 
died on October 8, 1938 en route to Honolulu 
after his appendix ruptured on Jarvis island; 

Whereas other life-threatening injuries oc-
curred, in 1939, when Manuel Pires had ap-
pendicitis, and in 1941, when an explosion se-
verely burned Henry Knell and Dominic 
Zagara; 

Whereas in 1940, when the issue of dis-
continuing the colonization project was 
raised, the Navy acknowledged that the is-
lands were ‘‘probably worthless to commer-
cial aviation’’ but advocated for ‘‘continued 
occupation’’ because the islands could serve 
as ‘‘bases from a military standpoint’’; 

Whereas although military interests justi-
fied continued occupation of the islands, the 
colonists were never informed of the true na-
ture of the project, nor were the colonists 
provided with weapons or any other means of 
self-defense; 

Whereas in June of 1941, when much of Eu-
rope was engaged in World War II and Impe-
rial Japan was establishing itself in the Pa-
cific, the Commandant of the 14th Naval Dis-
trict recognized the ‘‘tension in the Western 
Pacific’’ and recommended the evacuation of 
the colonists, but his request was denied; 

Whereas on December 8, 1941, Howland Is-
land was attacked by a fleet of Japanese 
twin-engine bombers, and such attack killed 
Hawaiian colonists Joseph Keliihananui and 
Richard Whaley; 

Whereas in the ensuing weeks, Japanese 
submarine and military aircraft continued to 
target the islands of Howland, Baker, and 
Jarvis, jeopardizing the lives of the remain-
ing colonists; 

Whereas the United States Government 
was unaware of the attacks on such islands, 
and was distracted by the entry of the 
United States into World War II, which de-
layed the retrieval of the colonists; 

Whereas the 4 colonists from Baker and 
the 2 remaining colonists from Howland were 
rescued on January 31, 1942, and the 8 colo-
nists from Jarvis and Enderbury were res-
cued on February 9, 1942, 2 months after the 
initial attacks on Howland Island; 

Whereas on March 20, 1942, Harold L. Ickes, 
Secretary of the Interior, sent letters of con-
dolence to the Keliihananui and Whaley fam-
ilies stating that ‘‘[i]n your bereavement it 
must be considerable satisfaction to know 
that your brother died in the service of his 
country,’’ and subsequently urged the fami-
lies to submit claims for compensation; 

Whereas in April 1942, the claim of the 
Keliihananui family was denied because 
there were no ‘‘qualified dependents’’ to sub-
mit claims; 

Whereas during the 7 years of colonization, 
more than 130 young men participated in the 
project, the majority of whom were Hawai-
ian, and all of whom made numerous sac-
rifices, endured hardships, and risked their 
lives to secure and maintain the islands of 
Howland, Baker, Jarvis, Canton, and 
Enderbury on behalf of the United States, 
and 3 young Hawaiian men made the ulti-
mate sacrifice; 

Whereas none of the islands, except for 
Canton, were ever used for commercial avia-
tion, but the islands were used for military 
purposes; 

Whereas in July 1943, a military base was 
established on Baker Island, and its forces, 
which numbered over 2,000 members, partici-
pated in the Tarawa-Makin operation; 

Whereas in 1956, participants of the col-
onization project established an organization 
called ‘‘Hui Panala‘au’’, which was estab-
lished to preserve the group’s fellowship, to 
provide scholarship assistance, and ‘‘to 
honor and esteem those who died as colonists 
of the Equatorial Islands’’; 

Whereas in 1979, Canton and Enderbury be-
came part of the republic of Kiribati, but the 
islands of Jarvis, Howland, and Baker still 
remain possessions of the United States, 
having been designated as National Wildlife 
Refuges in 1974; 

Whereas three quarters of a century later, 
the Equatorial Islands colonization project 
has been nearly forgotten; 

Whereas May 13, 2011, marks the 75th anni-
versary of President Franklin D. Roosevelt’s 
Executive Order proclaiming United States 
jurisdiction over the islands of Howland, 
Baker, and Jarvis, islands that remain pos-
sessions of the United States; and 

Whereas the Federal Government has 
never fully recognized the accomplishments, 
contributions, and sacrifices of the colonists, 
less than 6 of whom are still alive today, and 
most of whom are in their 90s: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) acknowledges the accomplishments and 

sacrifices of the Hui Panala‘au colonists and 
extends appreciation on behalf of the people 
of the United States; 

(2) acknowledges the local, national, and 
international significance of the 7-year col-
onization project, which resulted in the 
United States extending sovereignty into the 
Equatorial Pacific; 

(3) recognizes and commends the accom-
plishments, sacrifices, and contributions of 
the more than 130 young men, the majority 
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of whom were Native Hawaiian, who partici-
pated in the Equatorial Pacific colonization 
project; and 

(4) extends condolences on behalf of the 
United States to the families of Carl 
Kahalewai, Joseph Keliihananui, and Rich-
ard Whaley for the loss of their loved ones in 
the service of the United States and apolo-
gizes for the lack of compensation afforded 
to these families. 

f 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions will meet in open session on 
Tuesday, August 2, 2011, at 10 a.m. in 
SD–430 to conduct a hearing entitled 
‘‘Health Reform and Health Insurance 
Premiums: Empowering States to 
Serve Consumers.’’ 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact Nick Bath 
of the committee staff on (202) 224–7675. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on July 26, 2011, at 9:30 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 

Mrs. Murray. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
July 26, 2011, at 10 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on July 26, 2011, at 10 a.m., in room SD– 
215 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing, to conduct a hearing entitled 
‘‘Perspectives on Deficit Reduction: A 
Review of Key Issues.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations be author-
ized to meet, during the session of the 
Senate on July 26, 2011, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate, to 
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Building 
the Ladder of Opportunity: What’s 

Working to Make the American Dream 
a Reality for Middle Class Families’’ 
on July 26, 2011, at 10 a.m., in room SD– 
430 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AD HOC SUBCOMMITTEE ON CONTRACTION 
OVERSIGHT 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Ad Hoc 
Subcommittee on Contracting Over-
sight of the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs be 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on July 26, 2011, at 10 
a.m. to conduct a hearing entitled, 
‘‘Small Business Contracts: How Over-
sight Failures and Regulatory Loop-
holes Allow Large Businesses to Get 
and Keep Small Business Contracts.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on July 26, 2011, at 10 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on July 26, 2011, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION, REFUGEES, 
AND BORDER SECURITY 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, Sub-
committee on Immigration, Refugees, 
and Border Security, be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate, 
on July 26, 2011, at 10 a.m., in room SD– 
226 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing, to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘The 
Economic Imperative for Enacting Im-
migration Reform.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT OF GOVERNMENT 

MANAGEMENT, THE FEDERAL WORKFORCE, 
AND THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs’ Subcommittee on 
Oversight of Government Management, 
the Federal Workforce, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on July 26, 2011, at 2 p.m. to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Examining the Fed-
eral Workers’ Compensation Program 
for Injured Employees.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that three interns in 
Senator BINGAMAN’s office, Nick 

Crismali, Rosy Ortega, and Emma 
Ruben, be granted floor privileges dur-
ing today’s business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

CHRISTOPHER S. BOND UNITED 
STATES COURTHOUSE 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to Calendar 
No. 111, S. 846. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). The clerk will report the bill 
by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 846) to designate the United 

States Courthouse located at 80 Lafayette 
Street in Jefferson City, Missouri, as the 
Christopher S. Bond United States Court-
house. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be read a 
third time and passed, the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table, and 
that any statements be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 846) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

S. 846 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. CHRISTOPHER S. BOND UNITED 

STATES COURTHOUSE. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The United States court-

house located at 80 Lafayette Street in Jef-
ferson City, Missouri, shall be known and 
designated as the ‘‘Christopher S. Bond 
United States Courthouse’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the United 
States courthouse referred to in subsection 
(a) shall be deemed to be a reference to the 
‘‘Christopher S. Bond United States Court-
house’’. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I note that 
this courthouse is going to be named 
for our long-term colleague Kit Bond. 
That is very nice. He is a fine man. He 
served his State in many different 
ways. He was a Governor, a very pop-
ular Governor. He served as the rank-
ing member of the Intelligence Com-
mittee and served admirably. 

One thing he and I talked about on a 
number of occasions, when he was Gov-
ernor of the State of Missouri, he re-
scinded an order that had been given 
by his predecessor, a man by the name 
of Governor Boggs, as I recall, which 
was an extermination order against all 
the Mormons who were in Missouri— 
extermination meaning to kill them 
all—and some of them were killed. But 
they worked their way out of Missouri. 
But that extermination order remained 
in effect until Kit Bond came along. Of 
course, they were not trying to exter-
minate the Mormons, but as a matter 
of principle he thought that was the 
wrong thing to do. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 23:58 Jul 26, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00032 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A26JY6.033 S26JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S4915 July 26, 2011 
So for that and other reasons, I have 

fond memories of our friend Kit Bond. 

f 

MYRON DONOVAN CROCKER 
UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Environment 
and Public Works Committee be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
S. 1406 and the Senate proceed to its 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1406) to designate the United 

States Courthouse under construction at 510 
19th Street, Bakersfield, California, as the 
Myron Donovan Crocker United States 
Courthouse. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be read 
three times and passed, the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table, with 
no intervening action or debate, and 
that any statements be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 1406) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

S. 1406 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. MYRON DONOVAN CROCKER UNITED 

STATES COURTHOUSE. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The United States court-
house under construction, as of the date of 
enactment of this Act, at 510 19th Street, Ba-
kersfield, California, shall be known and des-
ignated as the ‘‘Myron Donovan Crocker 
United States Courthouse’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the United 
States courthouse referred to in subsection 
(a) shall be deemed to be a reference to the 
‘‘Myron Donovan Crocker United States 
Courthouse’’. 

f 

MEASURE DISCHARGED AND 
RETURNED—H.R. 1309 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that H.R. 1309 be dis-
charged from the Committee on Bank-
ing and that it be returned to the 
House of Representatives pursuant to 
their message of July 25, 2011, request-
ing its return. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 1420 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am told 
there is a bill at the desk due for its 
first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1420) to require that the United 

States Government prioritize all obligations 
on the debt held by the public, Social Secu-
rity benefits, and military pay in the event 
that the debt limit is reached, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask for its 
second reading and, in order to place 
the bill on the calendar under the pro-
visions of rule XIV, I object to my own 
request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. The bill will be read for 
the second time on the next legislative 
day. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, JULY 
27, 2011 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it ad-
journ until tomorrow morning at 9:30, 
July 27; that following the prayer and 
the pledge, the Journal of proceedings 
be approved to date, the morning hour 
be deemed to have expired, the time for 
the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day; that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate be in a pe-
riod of morning business for an hour, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each, with 
time divided and controlled between 
the two leaders or their designees, with 
the Republicans controlling the first 
half and the majority controlling the 
final half. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
it adjourn under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:48 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, July 27, 2011, at 9:30 a.m. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

ROBERT S. MUELLER, III, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE DI-
RECTOR OF THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 4, 2013. (REAPPOINT-
MENT) 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. ROBIN RAND 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. EVERETT H. THOMAS 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. LYNN A. COLLYAR 

THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE-
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. ROBERT F. THOMAS 

THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE-
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. FRED W. ALLEN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major general 

BRIGADIER GENERAL RALPH O. BAKER 
BRIGADIER GENERAL ALLEN W. BATSCHELET 
BRIGADIER GENERAL HEIDI V. BROWN 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JOHN A. DAVIS 
BRIGADIER GENERAL PATRICK J. DONAHUE II 
BRIGADIER GENERAL ROBERT S. FERRELL 
BRIGADIER GENERAL STEPHEN G. FOGARTY 
BRIGADIER GENERAL CHARLES W. HOOPER 
BRIGADIER GENERAL PAUL J. LACAMERA 
BRIGADIER GENERAL SEAN B. MACFARLAND 
BRIGADIER GENERAL KEVIN W. MANGUM 
BRIGADIER GENERAL ROGER F. MATHEWS 
BRIGADIER GENERAL AUSTIN S. MILLER 
BRIGADIER GENERAL CAMILLE M. NICHOLS 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JOHN R. O’CONNOR 
BRIGADIER GENERAL GUSTAVE F. PERNA 
BRIGADIER GENERAL WARREN E. PHIPPS, JR. 
BRIGADIER GENERAL GREGG C. POTTER 
BRIGADIER GENERAL NANCY LEE S. PRICE 
BRIGADIER GENERAL EDWARD M. REEDER, JR. 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JEFFOREY A. SMITH 
BRIGADIER GENERAL JEFFREY J. SNOW 
BRIGADIER GENERAL KENNETH E. TOVO 
BRIGADIER GENERAL STEPHEN J. TOWNSEND 
BRIGADIER GENERAL THOMAS S. VANDAL 
BRIGADIER GENERAL MARK W. YENTER 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 26, 2011: 

THE JUDICIARY 

PAUL A. ENGELMAYER, OF NEW YORK, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
OF NEW YORK. 

RAMONA VILLAGOMEZ MANGLONA, OF THE NORTHERN 
MARIANA ISLANDS, TO BE JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT 
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS FOR A 
TERM OF TEN YEARS. 
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